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Current  Primary  Assignment 

Birth  Date 
Birth  Place 
Diaconate  Ordination 
Priesthood  Ordination 
Diocese  Name 
Date  of  Incardination 
Religious  Community 
Ritual  Ascription 
Ministry  Status 
Canon  State 
Begin  Pension  Date 

E-mail 
Cell  phone 

Seminary 
Ethnicity 

Lanauaaefs) 

English 

Spanish 


8/2/1946 

San  Antonio,  Texas,  USA 
5/10/1975 
5/29/1976 

Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 
5/10/1975 

Latin 

Administrative  Leave 
Diocesan  Monsignor 
6/21/1976 

msgrraloomis@aol.com 
(626)  482-1390 

St.  John's  Seminary,  Camarillo 
American  (USA) 

Fluency 

Native  Language 
Ministerially  Adequate 


Age:  66 
Deanery:  22 


Incard  Process  □ 


Fingerprint  Verification  and  Safeguard  Training 

Date  Background  Check 
Virtus  Training  Date 


Beginning  Date  Completion  Date 
2/13/2004 
7/1/2003  2/13/2004 


Assignment  History 

Assignment 

Administrative  Leave 

SS.  Felicitas  and  Perpetua  Catholic  Church,  San  Marino  Pastor,  Active 
Service,  Original  term  till  6/30/2009. 

St.  Jerome  Catholic  Church,  Los  Angeles  Administrator  Pro  Tern,  Active 
Service 

Archdiocesan  Catholic  Center,  Los  Angeles  Secretariat  Director,  Active 
Service,  Administrative  Services 

Sabbatical 


1/3/2003 


12/15/2001 


1/1/2001 


6/30/2003 


12/31/2002 


7/1/2001 


RCALA  005894 


Archdiocesan  Catholic  Center,  Los  Angeles  Secretariat  Director, 

5/1/1997 

12/14/2001 

Appointed,  Church  Ministerial  Services 

Archdiocesan  Catholic  Center,  Los  Angeles  Council  of  Priests,  Active 

1/1/1996 

12/31/2000 

Service,  Council  of  Priests  -  Archdiocesan  Board  of  Consultors 

ACC-VFC-Vicar  for  Clergy,  Appointed,  For  Clergy 

1/1/1996 

12/31/2000 

St.  Charles  Borromeo  Catholic  Church,  North  Hollywood  Associate  Pastor 

7/1/1995 

12/31/2002 

(Parochial  Vicar),  Active  Service 

Vicar,  Appointed,  Vicar  Elect 

7/1/1995 

12/31/1995 

Prelate  of  His  Holiness,  Elevated 

6/6/1995 

St.  Anthony  Catholic  Church,  Oxnard  Pastor,  Active  Service 

4/15/1990 

6/30/1995 

St.  Genevieve  Catholic  Church,  Panorama  City  Associate  Pastor  (Parochial 

7/6/1988 

4/14/1990 

Vicar),  Active  Service 

St.  Brendan  Catnolic  unurcn,  los  Angeies  Kesiueni,  Kesiaeni 

8/1/1984 

7/5/1988 

Daniel  Murphy  High  School,  Los  Angeles  Principal,  Active  service 

R/1  /1QR4 

Of  X/  X-70" 

7/5/1988 

Mary  Star  of  the  Sea  Catholic  Church,  San  Pedro  Resident,  Resident 

7/1/1980 

7/31/1984 

Mary  Star  of  the  Sea  High  School,  San  Pedro  Principal,  Active  Service 

7/1/1980 

7/31/1984 

St.  John  Fisher  Catholic  Church,  Rancho  Palos  Verdes  Resident,  Resident 

7/10/1979 

6/30/1980 

Bishop  Montgomery  High  School,  Torrance  Education-Teacher/Faculty, 

7/10/1979 

6/30/1980 

Active  Service 

Holy  Family  Catholic  Church,  Glendale  Associate  Pastor  (Parochial  Vicar), 

6/21/1976 

7/9/1979 

Active  Service 


Clergy  Complaint 


Allegation  of  inappropriate  Conduct 


CASE  CLOSED  -  SAAB  BOARD  ON  6/19/02 


Person  Reporting:  REDACTED 

Birth:  redacted{ (53) 

Call  Date:  Monday,  June  10, 2002 

Complaint  Against:  Msgr.  Richard  Loomis  -  Ordained  1976 

In  May  2002,  there  had  been  a  tape  message  "this  is  about  someone  in  an  important 
position  in  the  Diocese  who  had  made  sexual  comments  and  was  involved  in 
inappropriate  behavior".  No  name  or  phone  number  on  the  tape. 

Then  some  weeks  lateiREDACTED  called.  REDACTED      a  53  year  old  man.  He  is 
redacted  of  theREDACTED  ■  that  meets  in  various  Parishes  for  their 

meetings.  Ue  wanted  to  report  an  incident  that  happened  around  25  years  ago.  He 
said  it  involved  a  priest  who  was  important  in  the  Los  Angeles  Archdiocese. 

REDACTED  said  that  he  was  asking  advice  about  reporting  the  incident  He  said  that 
about  25  years  ago  at  a  parish  in  Pacific  Palisades,  Corpus  Christi  there  was  a 
seminarian  who  is  now  a  Msgr.  The  seminarian  was  teaching  a  Bible  class. Redacted 
said  that  he  had  been  raised  a  Catholic  and  attended  Catholic  School  For  sometime 
he  been  away  from  the  Church  but  had  returned  in  the  70's  so  had  gone  to  this 
Bible  class. REDACTED  said  that  he  had  enjoyed  the  class. 

REDACTEDgaid  tnat  he  nB(J  recent|y  been  at  a  Confirmation  at  St  Charles  Church  in 
North  Hollywood,  He  went  to  communion  and  the  priest  giving  communion  was 
Msgr.  Richard  Loomis.  Then  he  remembered  the  following  incident  that  happened 
at  Corpus  Christi  Parish  in  1970's. 

One  day,  he  joined  the  seminarian,  Richard  Loomis,  who  also  worked  with  the  altar 
boys.  RedacteDjujji  the  seminarian  took  the  boys  to  the  park  to  swim.  While  at  the 
parkREDACTEDsaid  that  Richard  said,  "Look  at  those  boys  they  are  pretending  they 
don't  know  they  have  a  hard  on". 

Then  REDACTED  said  they  were  driving  in  the  car  afterward  and  that  Richard  had 
reached  over  toward  his  crotch  but  that  he  moved  away. 


redacted  ^sktd  if  he  would  like  to  come  for  an  interview.  He  said  that  he  wanted  to 
do  so.  Redacted  s«d  1  would  welcome  you  for  an  interview  but  first  you  asked  for 
guidelines  about  reporting  these  incidents.  ThenREDACTED  went  back  to  clarify  the 
first  allegation  is  a  remark.  She  said  while  the  remark  is  inappropriate.  It  is  not 
psychologically  diagnosable  of  the  person  making  the  remark.  It  was  not  said  to  the 
children.  It  is  a  remark  made  to  an  adult  It  is  not  a  criminal  or  civil  offense. 

The  second  allegation  REDACTED  framed  for  specificity  "as  you  said  that  he  reached 
out  to  touch  your  genital  area"  and  he  said,  "No,  he  did  not  touch  me".  It  was 
explicitly  clear  that  there  was  no  violation  that  took  place.  It  was  an  adult  in  his 
mid-twenties  with  another  adult  in  his  mid-twenties  and  there  was  no  violation  to 
report.  There  is  nothing  to  report  here  because  nothing  was  done  to  you. 

redacted        th«  phone  interview  by  saying  you  asked  for  guidelines  about 
reporting.  There  is  nothing  to  report  The  first  was  a  remark.  The  second  incident 
nothing  was  done  to  you. 

ThcnREDACTED  spoke  t«REDACTEDabout  his  interest  in  theREDACTED 

dialogue.  She  expressed  interest  He  said  there  was  a  meeting  on  Saturday  at  1:00 

pm  and  he  gave  the  website  for  the  R  E  D ACTE  D  issues. 

I  have  spoken  to  Msgr.  Loomis  about  these  incidents.  He  did  teach  a  Bible  study 
class  as  a  seminarian.  He  recalls  only  older  women  in  the  Bible  class.  He  said  that 
they  never  took  the  altar  boys  to  the  park.  They  took  the  altar  boys  to  his  parents 
home  to  swim  and  there  were  many  adults  around.  He  and  the  other  seminarian 
would  never  have  been  alone  with  boys  or  with  another  person.  He  does  not  know 
whoREDACTED  is. 


Case  Before  SAAB; 

1.  This  case  was  given  to  the  SAAB  Board  on  Wednesday,  June  19, 2002. 

2.  The  ruling  was  to  tell  Cardinal  Mahony  that  the  Board  decided  since  the 
priest  denies  the  incident  taking  place  and  that  there  was  no  violation  or 
any  form  of  harassment  that  this  case  is  closed. 


REDACTED  ___A-___  REDACTED 

REDACTED 

REDACTED 
REDACTED 

REDACTED 


REDACTED 
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From:  REDACTED 
To: 

Date:     12/28/2003  8:25:19  PM 
Subject:  RE:  Loomis  Investigation 


REDACTED 

Please  leave  a  messaae  on  mv  voice  mail,REDACTED     ,  which  I  check  regularly  when  I'm  out  of  my 
home  office  in  REDACTED       you  can  also  reach  me  or  leave  a  message  on  my  cell  phone.REDACTED 
redacted  j  w|-||      y0(J  kack  In  response  to  yoj^jnformation  about  our  meeting  on  Monday  afternoon  or 
whenever  you  schedule  the  meeting  with  REDAC1ED  I  will  be  in  Pasadena  during  the  morning  and  early 
afternoon,  but  will  check  on  messages  from  you. 

For  your  information,  I  have  conducted  several  public  records  database  searches  on  LA  Archdiocese 
cases  forREDACTEDandREDACTED,  including  a  search  onREDACTED  for  .redacted  about  a  week 
ago.  The  only  matters  of  interest  that  turned  up  onREDACTED  were  redacted  involving  him 

redacted  and  possibly  a  REDACTED  I  mailed  the  database  printouts  to 

R"AC™  and  did  not  keep  a  copy  for  myself,  DutRE°'™°  has  indicated  that  he  will  turn  over  everything  on  the  case 
to  me  when  he  is  authorized  to  do  so. 

REDACTED 


— Original  Message — 
From:  REDACTED 

Sent:  Sunday,  December  28,  2003  4:50  PM 

To:  .REDACTED 

Subject:  RE:  Loomis  Investigation 

Thanks, REDACTED  What  is  the  best  way  to  contact  you?  E-mail?  Cellphone?  Land  Line?  I'll  let  you  know 
as  soon  as  I  hear  fromREDACTED 

REDACTED 


—  Original  Message  — 

From:  redacted 

ToREDACTED 

Sent:  12/28/2003  4:34:12  PM 

Subject:  RE:  Loomis  Investigation 

REDACTED 

I  will  be  available  by  mid-afternoon  on  Monday  if  that  is  ok  with  you  and REDACTED  Late 
Monday  is  also  okay  with  me.  If  that  does  not  work  for  the  two  of  you,  pis.  give  me  a  day 
and  time  that  is  convenient  for  you  andREJOT  and  I  will  adjust  my  schedule  accordingly. 

REDACTED 


— Original  Message — 
From:  REDACTED 

Sent:  Sunday,  December  28,  2003  4:17  PM  79060 
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TojREDACTED 

Subject:  Loomis  Investigation 

REDACTED 

Are  vou  available  to  meet  with  me  and  REDACTED   •  tomorrow  (Monday)?  I'm  going  to 
call       in  the  morning  to  set  something  up.  Please  let  me  know  your  availability. 
Thanks. 

REDACTED 


79061 
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REDACTED 

From.  REDACTED 

Sent:     Monday,  January  05,  2004  8:14  AM 
To:       Cardinal  Roger  M.  Mahony 
Subject:  Loomis  Investigation 

Dear  Cardinal  Mahony: 

I  hope  you  had  a  nice  Christmas  and  your  few  days  in  the  mountains.  Hopefully,  2004  will  be  a  better  year  for 
you  and  the  Church. 

I  have  retained  REDACTED  as  the  investigator  for  the  investigation  of  Msgr.  Loomis.  I've  attached  his  CV  and  the 
agreement  I  entered  into  with  him.  I  believe  his  background  and  experience  are  exceptional.  As  indicated  in  his 
CV,  he  was  a  member  of  the  REDACTED  and  participated  in  six  or  seven  audits  in  various  archdioceses  this  past 
year. 

I  met  withREDACTED  and REDACTED  ■  last  week  and  discussed  the  issues  involved  in  the  case.  He  has  started 
work  and  will  report  his  progress  to  me  as  his  investigation  proceeds. 

I  wrote  to  REDACTED        •  0n  January  2,  2004.  A  copy  of  his  letter  is  attached. 
I've  asked  REDACTED  to  contact  REDACTED  to  be  appointed  a  Canonical  Auditor. 
I  will  keep  you  posted.  Please  let  me  know  if  you  have  any  questions. 
Happy  New  Year. 
REDACTED 


1/6/2004 


79053 


RCALA  005900 


Page  1  of  1 

REDACTED 
From:  REDACTED 

Sent:     Monday,  January  05, 2004  8:00  AM 
To:  REDACTED 

Cc:      REDACTED  Cardinal  Roger M.  Mahony;  REDACTED 
Subject:  Loomis  Investigation 

REDACTED 

Fx  REDACTED  is  REDACTED  of  the  Archdiocese.  As  I  stated  when  we  met  last  week,  Cardinal 

Mahony  believes  it  would  be  helpful  to  have  you  appointed  a  Canonical  Auditor  in  order  to  assist  with  the  parallel 
Canonical  investigation  that  is  required  by  the  Charter  and  Essential  Norms. 

Please  contact  Fr.  REDACTED  to  arrange  for  this  appointment. 

Thanks. 

REDACTED 


1/6/2004 
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REDACTED 


From:  REDACTED 

Sent:     Monday,  January  05, 2004  7:47  AM 

To:  REDACTED 

Cc: 

Subject:  Loomis  Investigation 

REDACTED 

Happy  New  Year. 

I've  attached  the  letter  I  sent  to  REDACTED  on  January  2,  2004.  He  should  have  gotten  it  on  January  3rd  or  should 
get  it  today. 

The  Clergy  Misconduct  Misconduct  Board  will  meet  onREDACTED  at  the  Archdiocesan  Catholic 

Center.  The  meetings  are  held  inREDACTED        _  I  hope  you  will  be  available  to  attend.  I 

would  like  you  to  meet  the  members  of  the  Board  and  discuss  your  investigation  to  date. 

I  will  be  working  in  my  office  this  morning.  Please  give  me  a  call.  REDACTED 

Thanks. 

REDACTED 


1/6/2004 
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From:  REDACTED 
To: 

Date:     1/6/2004  12:16:48  PM 
Subject:  Scheduled  Interview,  etc. 


REDACTED 

1  conducted  an  expanded  public  records  database  search  on  the  subject  which  turned  up  nothing  of 
significance.  I  will  prepare  a  report  to  that  effect  and  fax  it  to  you.  I  will  also  fax  you  a  report  on  the 
results  of  the  database  search  on  the  complainant. 

I  left  a  message  for  Craig  C.  to  call  me  re  our  getting  together  to  discuss  background  and  lead  information 
on  this  matter. 

I  would  like  to  know  more  about  Bro.  P's  resignation  and  get  identifying  data,  i.e.,  DOB  and  SSN,  so  I  can 
run  an  expanded  database  search  on  him  that 

would  include  a  criminal  check.  He  may  also  be  someone  I  should  interview.  C.  C.  should  be  able  to  help 
me  with  the  ident.  information. 

I've  arranged  to  meet  withREDACTED  at  2:00  today  at  her  office.  I  will  try  to  connect  with  C.  C.  later  this 
afternoon  since  he  is  in  the  same  building. 

I  will  be  on  my  cell  phone,  redacted    :  \f  you  need  to  talk  to  me  before  then. 
REDACTED 
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REDACTED 

From:     REDACTED   .      .#  _ 

Sent:     Tuesday,  January  06, 2004  10:41  AM 

To.  REDACTED 

Subject:  FW:  RE:  Loomis  Investigation 


REDACTED 


—  Original  Message  — 

From:REDACTED 

To REDACTED 

Sent:  1/5/2004  1:20:40  PM 

Subject:  RE:  Loomis  Investigation 

REDACTED 

I  called  FatherREDACTED  and  got  a  voice  mail  message  from  his  assistant  stating  that  he 
will  return  on  Jan.  5m.  I  left  a  message  for  him  to  call  me  concerning  the  matter  in  question. 

I  thought  your  letter  to  REDACTED         stated  precisely  what  we  need  in  the  way  of 
„  cooperation  and  information  from  him  and  his  client,  REDACTED     and  at  the  same  time  put  the 
ball  on  their  side  of  the  court  with  regard  to  our  ability  to  proceed  with  a  thorough  investigation  of 
the  allegation  made  in  his  complaint  as  it  pertains  to  the  subject  of  our  investigation. 

REDACTED 


P.S.:    Father      i  just  called  and  advised  he  has  designated  me  as  a  Canonical  Auditor, 
effective  immediately,  with  the  paperwork  to  follow. 

He  also  said  he  would  like  to  be  copied  on  all  my  investigative  reports  to  you.  He  said  he  would 
work  that  out  with  you.  I  would  prefer  submitting  everything  to  you  and  letting  the  two  of  you 
work  out  any  further  dissemination  of  my  investigative  reports. 

REDACTED 


— Original  Message — 
From:  redacted 

Sent:  Monday,  January  05,  2004  7:47  AM 

To:  REDACTED 

Cc: 

Subject:  Loomis  Investigation 

REDACTED 

Happy  New  Year. 

I've  attached  the  letter  I  sent  t0REDACTED  on  January  2,  2004.  He  should  have  gotten  it  on 


79047 
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January  3rd  or  should  get  it  today. 

The  Clergy  Misconduct  Misconduct  Board  will  meet  on  REDACTED  at  the 

Archdiocesan  Catholic  Center.  The  meetings  are  held  in  REDACTED        _  | 
hope  you  will  be  available  to  attend.  I  would  like  you  to  meet  the  members  of  the  Board  and 
discuss  your  investigation  to  date. 

I  will  be  working  in  my  office  this  morning.  Please  give  me  a  call.  REDACTED 
Thanks. 

REDACTED 
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REDACTED 
From:  REDACTED 

Sent:     Tuesday,  January  06, 2004  1 1 :09  AM 

To:  REDACTED 

Cc: 

Subject:  Loomis  Investigation 


pr  REDACTED 


i  sent  a  letter  to  REDACTED    ,  the  lawyer  foREDACTED     ,  Copy  attached. 

I've  hired  ,REDACTED  a  retired  FBI  private  investigator,  to  assist.  I  understand  he's  already  contacted  you.  He  i 
working  on  his  investigation.  I  am  asking  him  to  cc  you  on  his  reports. 

Please  give  me  a  call  when  you  have  a  minute  at  REDACTED 

Happy  New  Year. 

REDACTED 


1/8/2004 
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Office  of  the 

Vicar  for  Canonical  Services 


3424 

Wilshire 

Boulevard 


Los  Angeles 

California 

90010-2241 


REDACTED 


DECREE 


Preliminary  information  has  come  forward  indicating  that  Reverend  Monsignor  Richard  A. 
Loomis  may  have  committed  a  delict  against  canon  1395.  Therefore,  in  accord  with  the 
provisions  of  canon  1717,  in  accord  with  my  authority  as  Vicar  for  Canonical  Affairs  and  upon 
the  specific  direction  the  Archbishop,  I  hereby  decree  the  opening  of  a  canonical  preliminary 
investigation. 

I  hereby  designate  REDACTED       >  a  licensed  private  investigator  REDACTED  and  former  Special 
Agent  of  the  FBI,  as  auditor  to  conduct  the  investigation.  He  has  the  authority  to  subdelegate  this 
responsibility  and  to  involve  others  to  assist  in  this  investigation.  In  the  course  of  conducting 
this  investigation,  the  auditors  are  reminded  of  their  duty  to  respect  the  rights  and  reputation  of 
all  involved  and  to  respect  the  canonical  requirements  of  secrecy  attached  to  such  an 
investigation. 

Given  this  5th  day  of  January  in  the  Year  of  Our  Lord  2004  at  the  Curia  of  the  Archdiocese  of  Los 
Angeles  in  California. 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 


Archdiocesan  Seal 
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REDACTED j 
From:  redacted 

Sent:  Monday,  January  05,  2004  1 :24  PM 

To:  REDACTED 
Subject: 


'  REDACTED 

I  just  talked  with  REDACTED  and  told  him  that  all  I  had  to  do  canonically  was  to  tell  him  verbally  over  the  phone 
that  he's  appointed  canonical  auditor  in  the  Loomis  case,  so  it's  done.  I  can  draw  up  and  sign  a  decree  at  a  convenient 
time  and  date  it  as  necessary. RFDAnTFn  and  I  agreed  that  he  will  work  under  your  direction  and  report  to  you,  with  reports 
coming  to  me  subsequently.  1  told  him  that  the  two  of  us  should  discuss  this  point  with  you  to  clarify  just  how  that  would 
work.  My  point  is  simply  that  whatever  he  uncovers  that  is  useful  for  the  ecclesiastical  investigation  is  material  that  I 
should  receive,  however  we  want  to  work  out  the  process. 

For  your  information,  I  will  leave  town  tomorrow  c.  1 1 :30  a.m.,  returning  Wednesday  evening.  I  am  one  of  the 
REDACTED  and  we  will  be  interviewing  some  of  the  parties.  This  will  be  my  baptism, 

so  to  speak! 

REDACTED 
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From.  REDACTED 

To:  REDACTED 
Date:      1/12/2004  2:05:18  PM 
Subject:  Interviews 


REDACTED 


I  just  got  off  the  phone  with  We  arranged  to  meet  tomorrow  at  1 1 :00  a.m.  He  is  very 

'  cooperative  and  said  he  will  give  me  all  the  details  of  the  incident  he  previously  reported  to  redacted 

I  will  type  up  a  report  of  that  interview  and  fax  it  to  you  tomorrow  evening  so  you  will  have  it  before  the  Bd. 
meeting  Wednesday  morning. 

It's  imperative  that  I  interview  the  complainant  ASAP  to  evaluate  his  credibility  and  ensure  that  he  has 
correctly  identified  the  accused  RL. 

I  have  some  concern  about  his  identification  of  RL  in  the  Complaint  since  he  was  off  by  a  couple  of  years 
on  the  time  period  when  the  offenses  allegedly  took  place  - 1968  through  1970  per  his  Complaint  versus 
1971-72  when  he  was  actually  a  student  at  the  school. 

If  the  attorney  for  the  complainant  agrees  to  our  interviewing  his  client,  I  would  first  ask  the  complainant  to 
give  me  a  physical  description  of  Bro.  "B"  /  RL  along  with  his  position  at  the  school,  and  then  provide  the 
details  of  the  offenses  allegedly  committed  RL  and  Fa. redacted  |  would  use  Post-it  notes  to  cover  the 
names  below  the  individual  photos  of  all  the  faculty  members  shown  in  the  1972  PN  yearbook  in  which  a 
REDACTED  and  ask  him  to  pick  out  the  photo  of  the  man  he 

identified  in  his  complaint  as  Bro.  "B"  or  RL.  If  he  cannot  do  so  correctly,  I  would  have  a  problem  with  his 
credibility  and  possible  motive  for  coming  up  with  that  name  (RL)  and  the  name  of  a  deceased  priest "bWC'tu 
in  his  Complaint.  Regardless  of  what  we  get  fromREDACTED  in  the  way  inappropriate  comments  or 
behavior  with  an  adult  by  RL,  the  complainant's  identifying  RL  from  the  "photo  spread*  is  paramount  to 
corroborating  the  allegation  against  him.  A  misidentjfication  on  the  photo  by  the  complainant  would 
appear  to  put  the  case  against  RL  in  the  "unsubstantiated'  or  "unfounded"  categories  we  previously 
discussed  and  warrant  closing  it  as  such. 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 
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PRIVILEGED  &  CONFIDENTIAL 


REDACTED 


On  January  12, 2004.REDACTED 
REDACTED  telephonically  furnished  the  following 

MormationtcREDACTED  who  idmtified  himself  as  a  Canonical  Auditor  ("CA") 
retained  by  the  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board  of  the  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles  to 
conduct  an  investigation  into  ah  allegation  byREDACTED    that  Monsignor  Richard 
Loomis  sexually  molested  him  while  he  was  a  student  at  Pater  Noster  High  School  in 
1971-72: 

redacted  called  CAH!  :  M  'i:'  in  response  to  CA  "  A  ;  leaving  his  business  card  in 
REDACTED  3  mailbox  on  January  9, 2004,  with  a  note  to  call  him  concerning  Msgr. 
Kicnara  i*oc-mis.) 

He  left  the  priesthood  in  about  1986  or  1987  and  subseouentiv  worked  as  REDACTED 

REDACTED 


REDACTED 

REDACTED 

REDACTED 


He  and  Richard  Loomis  were  members  of  the  Brothers  of  St  Patrick  Order  and  taught  at 
Pater  Noster  High  School  at  the  same  time.  Msgr.  Loomis,  who  was  known  as  Brother 
Becket  at  that  time,  was  the  Dean  of  Discipline  at  the  school  He  (REDACTED)  was  known 
as  FamerREDACTED  The  two  of  them  subsequently  attended  St  John's  Seminary  in  the 
same  class  of  about  16  seminarians.  He  and  Richard  Loomis  were  friends  and  "hung 
around  together"  with  a  group  of  brothers,  seminarians  and  priests  during  that  time 
period.  His  last  contact  with  Richard  Loomis  was  in  1991  when  he  (Loomis)  attended 

R  C  3ACTC  3  ^]Qgtal.  ., 

Richard  Loomis  was  "always,  very  upfront,  proper,  punctual  and  professional"  in  his 
personal  and  vocational  life.  His  personality  was  "stoic"  as  though  he  had  an  "English 
background.'' 

He  was  not  aware  that  Msgr;  Loomis  had  been  named  as  a  defendant  in  a  lawsuit  filed  by 
a  former  student  at  Pater  Noster  High  School  accusing  him  of  sexually  molesting  him 
while  he  was  a  student  there  in  1971-72. 
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FKtVTLEGED  &  CONFIDENTIAL 
/MtorWewo/REDACTED  -Continued 

The  name  of  the  ca»npiainant  in  that  lawsuit,  redacted    jg  "familiar"  and  "rings  a 
bell,"  as  a  name  from  the  past  at  Pater  Neater  High  School  but  that  was  all  he  recalled 
about tie  name.  He  had  no Memory  or  reoollection  of REDACTED  aaapcrsQnor 
student. 

Richard  Loomis  was not  the  kind  of  person  to  engage  in  that  type  of  conduct  and  he 
never  heard  anything  derogatory  about  him  in  that  regard.  He  had  no  recollection  of 
"Brother  Beck«"  socializing  or  interacting  on  a  personal  basis  with  students  at  Pater 
Hoster  High  SchooL  Brother  Beoket  'topthis  distance"  from  studotrts  as  a  feculty 
member  and  the  Dean  of  Discipline. 

REDACTED 


REDACTED 


;REDACTEDREDACTED  redacted 


REDACTED 


He  had  little  or  no  contact  with  Father   after  mat  and  had  no  recollection  of 

seeing  him  with  Brother.  Becket  or  on  the  Pater  Noster  High  School  campus.  He  did  not 
know  if  Father  REDACTED^  Brother  Becket  were  friendly  or  spent  any  time  together. 
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View  for  Clergy 
(213)637-7284 
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TO: 


Presbyterate  of  the  Archdiocese 


FROM: 


Monsignor  Craig  A.  Cox,  Vicar  for  Clergy 


RE: 


Priests  in  Active  Service  Named  in  Lawsuits 


DATE: 


1  February  2004 


My  brothers, 

As  you  know,  many  lawsuits  were  filed  in  the  month  of  December  alleging  sexual  abuse  of  minors 
on  the  part  of  priests,  brothers,  religious  and  others  working  for  the  Church.  These  filings  are 
public  records,  available  to  the  media  and  to  any  other  person  who  wishes  to  obtain  the 
information.  Being  named  in  a  lawsuit,  however,  is  not  of  itself  proof  of  misconduct.  Therefore, 
among  those  named  are  a  number  of  priests  who,  for  many  different  and  weighty  reasons, 
continue  in  their  assignments  and  remain  in  good  standing. 

After  intense  consultations  that  involved  these  priests,  the  Council  of  Priests,  as  well  as  others,  we 
concluded  that  the  best  course  of  action  was  for  us  to  inform  the  parishioners  of  the  parishes 
where  these  priests  continue  to  serve  that  their  priest  had  been  named  in  a  lawsuit.  We  concluded 
that  being  open  and  bringing  accurate  information  directly  to  our  parishioners  was  wise  and 
necessary.  This  was  a  painful  decision,  especially  for  the  priests  involved. 

Therefore,  I  wanted  to  inform  you  that  over  the  last  several  weekends,  announcements  were  made 

in  the  parishes  where  these  priests  continue  to  serve.  At  this  difficult  moment,  and  with  the 

consent  of  those  listed,  I  want  to  communicate  to  you  the  names  of  these  brother  priests.  They 
are- REDACTED 

REDACTED      .  Monsienor  Richard  Loomis,KtlJAt;  1  tu 
KhUAUIbU 

I  ask  that  you  please  keep  them  in  your  prayers  as  they  deal  with  the  allegations  made  in  these 
lawsuits.  Clearly,  supporting  one  another  in  our  Presbyterate  is  not  at  odds  with  having  a 
profound  empathy  for  those  who  were  harmed  by  the  evil  of  sexual  abuse,  especially  those  who 
were  abused  by  a  priest.  Thus,  I  ask  that  you  keep  all  victims  of  sexual  abuse  in  your  daily  prayer. 
Thank  you. 


Pastoral  Regions-.     Our  Lady  of  the  Angels     San  fernando     San  Gabriel     San  Pedro     Santa  Barbara 
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Statement  for  Weekend  Masses  at  Saints  Felicitas  and  Perpetua  Parish,  San  Los  Angeles 

January  31  -  February  1,  2004 
Regarding  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 

I  am  Father  REDACTED      Pastor  of  St  Andrew's  Parish  in  Pasadena  and  a  Dean  here  in  the 
San  Gabriel  Pastoral  Region.  Our  Archbishop,  Cardinal  Roger  Mahony,  has  asked  that  I  make 
an  important  announcement  here  at  Saints  Felicitas  and  Perpetua  this  weekend. 

As  you  know  from  news  reports,  many  lawsuits  seeking  monetary  damages  were  filed  in  the 
month  of  December  that  allege  sexual  abuse  of  minors  on  the  part  of  different  priests,  brothers, 
religious  and  a  few  laypersons  working  for  the  Church.  These  filings  are  public  records, 
available  to  the  media  and  to  any  other  person  who  wishes  to  obtain  the  information. 

You  probably  are  not  aware  that  your  Pastor,  Monsignor  Richard  Loomis,  was  named  as  a 
defendant  in  one  of  these  lawsuits.  We  expect  that  there  will  be  news  reports  referring  to  this 
lawsuit  naming  Monsignor  Loomis  in  the  coming  days  and  weeks.  The  Cardinal  and  Monsignor 
Loomis  both  wanted  you  to  learn  this  information  from  us  first  rather  than  from  secular  news 
sources. 

This  allegation  was  a  complete  surprise.  The  complaint  in  the  lawsuit  is  without  detail  or 
description  of  the  nature  of  the  alleged  misconduct.  It  relates  to  the  period  of  approximately 
1969-1971,  when  Monsignor  Loomis  taught  at  a  high  school  and  before  he  was  ordained  a  priest. 
Monsignor  Loomis  has  denied  the  allegation  and  stated  that  he  has  never  sexually  abused  a 
minor.  No  one  else  has  ever  lodged  a  complaint  of  sexual  misconduct  with  a  minor  against  him. 

In  accord  with  Archdiocesan  policy,  we  began  a  professional  investigation  immediately. 
Because  of  the  fact  that  Monsignor  Loomis  previously  served  as  Vicar  for  Clergy,  this 
investigation  is  being  handled  directly  by  the  Chair  of  our  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board 
rather  than  by  any  other  Archdiocesan  official.  The  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board,  which 
consists  of  thirteen  persons,  eleven  of  whom  are  laypeople,  has  reviewed  the  allegation  and  the 
initial  results  of  the  investigation  as  recently  as  last  Wednesday.  No  credible  evidence  of 
misconduct  has  been  presented  to  us.  Thus,  it  is  not  appropriate  to  place  Monsignor  Loomis  on 
administrative  leave. 

I  am  here  to  assure  you  that  Monsignor  Loomis  has  our  complete  confidence;  he  will  continue  to 
serve  as  your  Pastor. 

Finally,  I  ask  that  you  please  pray  for  everyone  involved,  for  Monsignor  Loomis,  for  the 
individual  who  has  raised  this  allegation  and  for  our  investigators.  Please  pray  for  those  people 
who  truly  have  been  harmed  by  sexual  abuse.  Please  pray  that  this  matter  be  resolved  promptly 
and  fairly.  Thank  you  for  your  kind  attention.  May  God  bless  you! 
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Statement  for  Weekend  Masses 
at  which  SNAP  will  be  protesting  outside  of  Church 
February  6-8, 2004 

Saints  Felicitas  and  Perpetual  Parish,  San  Marino 

As  you  have  probably  noticed,  we  have  visitors  outside  of  our  church  today.  They  are 
members  of  SNAP,  the  Survivors  Network  of  Those  Abused  by  Priests.  They  will  be 
attempting  to  hand  you  leaflets  as  you  leave  Mass  regarding  the  lawsuit  filed  against 
Monsignor  Richard  Loomis. 

Last  weekend,  Father  REDACTED     informed  our  parish  community  of  the  lawsuit  and 
of  the  fact  that  Monsignor  Loomis  has  firmly  denied  the  allegation  against  him.  The 
thirteen  member  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board  has  reviewed  the  allegation  and  has 
recommended  that  he  should  remain  in  ministry  at  this  time. 

Last  Sunday  you  were  asked  to  please  pray  for  everyone  involved,  our  priest,  the 
individual  who  has  raised  the  allegation,  and  for  all  those  who  truly  have  been  harmed  by 
sexual  abuse.  When  you  leave  Mass  today,  whether  or  not  you  accept  their  leaflet,  please 
treat  the  members  of  SNAP  with  courtesy  and  respect. 

Also,  please  know  that  if  members  of  the  media  are  also  present  outside  today,  you  have 
every  right  to  decline  to  be  interviewed.  If  you  wish  not  to  be  interviewed,  simply  say, 
"No  thank  you."  They  will  respect  your  wishes.  Of  course,  you  may  decide  to  speak.  If 
so,  please  treat  this  issue  with  the  sensitivity  and  compassion  that  are  the  hallmarks  of  our 
church  community. 

Thank  you. 
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PRIVILEGED  <t  CONFIDENTIAL 

REDACTED 

(^February  6, 2004.REDACTED  telophonicaily  furnished  the 

following  information  to  REDACTED  wfao  identified  himself  as  a  Canonical  Auditor 
("CA")  retained  by  the  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board  of  the  Archdiocese  of  Los 
Angeles  to  conduct  an  investigation  into  an  allegation  by  redacted    that  Mofteignor 
Richard  Loornis  sexually  molested  him  while  he  was  a  student  at  Pater  Noster  High 
School  in  197 1-72: 

He  is  aREDACTED  _     He  does  not  have  a  problem  with  cooperating  in 

this  mvestigatira  pf  Monsigrjor  Richard  Loornis  because  of  the  seriousness  of  the 
REDACTEDaiiegation,  but  would  prefer  not  to  be  involved  in  the  litigation  that  may  follow 
as  a  result  ofREDACTED  lawsuit.  If  necessary,  however,  he  will  cooperate  in  any 
proceedings  involving  the  allegations  against  Monsignor  Loomis  if  his  input  on  this 
matter  is  considered  important 

redacted  p^ded  his  telephone  number  to  CAREDACTED  but  asked  that  his  number  and 
address  not  become  a  matter  of  record.  He  asked  that  CAREDACTED  call  him  if  additional 
information  or  cooperation  is  needed  from  him. 

His  parents  and  their  family,  lived  in  a  home  near  Corpus  Christi  Parish  and  grade  school 
in  Pacific  Palisades  and  were  very  active  in  the  parish  and  school.  He  became  an  altar 
boy  when  he  was  in  the  second  grade  and  that  subsequently  put  in  contact  with  Richard 
Loomis  by.  the  time  he  was.  in  the  fourth  grade.  There  were  priests  and  nuns  "all  over  the 
place"  at  the  parish  and  school,  and  he  probably  assumed  that  Richard  Loomis  was  a 
priest  He  did  not  recall  his  being  a  seminarian  or  religious  brother,  but  at  his  age  at  the 
time,  "they  were  all  the  same"  to  him. 

His  parents  were  very  involved  in  the  pariah  and  school  and  priests  were  frequent  guests 
in  their  home.  There  was  thus  no  reason  for  him  or  his  parents  to  be  apprehensive  or 
ovcrprotective  about  bis  being  around  a  Driest  connected  with  the  parish  or  school  His 
father  .and  brolherwereREDACTED 

All  the  kids  at  the  school  liked  Richard  Loomis  and  he  was  very  responsive  to  them.  He 
sensed,  however,  that  Loomis  treated  him  "special"  in  that  he  gave  him  more  attention 
than  he  showed  for  other  boys  bis  age. 

Richard  Loomis  invited  him  to  his  parents'  home,  which  wasREDACTED 
REDACTED  to  use  their  ywimming  pool  on  three  or  four 

occasions  during  what  was  probably  the  summer  of  1974  when  he  would  have  been  in  the 
fourth  grade.  Loomis  told  him  on  all  those  occasions  mat  other  boys  had  also  been 
invited  to  join  them  at  the  pool,  but  on  each  such  occasion  the  two  of  them  were  there 
alone.  He  did  not  recall  seeing  Loomls's  parents  or  any  other  adults  at  the.  Loomis  house. 
His  best  recollection  is  that  he  and  Loomis  were  there  alone  on  each  such  occasion. 
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lntervl«w-ofREDACTED        ■  Continued 
PRIVILEGED  A  CONFIDENTIAL 


Lcomis  picked  him  up  in  his  car  at  his  redacted  y  parents'  home  on  those  three  or  four 
occasions  and  drove  him  back;  home  a  couple  of  hours  later.  Ms  parents  were  apparently 
not  concerned  that  he  was  going  to  Loomis'  parents'  home  to  use  their  swimming  pool. 
They,  probably  assumed  that  other  kids  and  adults  would  also  be  there. 

The  first  time  he  went  to  Loomis' s  parents'  home  to  swim  in  their  pool,  he  was  changing 
into  his  swim  suit  in  a  room  in  the  house  when  Loomis  entered  the  room  and  began 
;  fondling  his  genitals.  He  did  not  resist  and  Loomis  did  not  proceed  past  the  fondling 
stage.  He  then  went  swimming  for  an  hour  or  so  and  returned  to  the  same  room  to 
change  back  into  his  street  clothes.  Loomis  again  entered  the  room  and  fondled  him  as 
he  had  done  earlier.  Loomis  then  drove  him  home. 

He  knew  what  Lotimis  was  doing  to  him  was  "wrong"  and  that  played  on  his  mind 
afterwards.  However,  he  was  too  young  to  deal  with  the  situation  at  the  time  and 
accepted  Loomis'  invitations  to  swim  in  his  parents'  pool  on  two  or  three  more  occasions 
after  .that.  He  was  "just  a  kid  that  wanted  to  go  swirnrm^  and  Looinis  accommcKlated 
him  by  inviting  him  to  use  his  parents'  pool.  Loomis  fondled  him  while  he  was  changing 
into  and  out  of  bis  swim  suit  on  every  such  occasion.  In  each  case,  it  was  a  brief  fondling 
episode  that  did  not  go  beyond  that 

The  wrongness  of  what  Loomis  was  doing  to  him  built  up  on  his  conscience  to  a  point 
that  he  told  Loomis  he  did  not  want  to  go  swimming  at  his  parents'  pool  anymore,  and 
that  was  the  end  of  it.  He  avoided  Loomis  after  that 

Not  long  after  he  stopped  going  to  the  Loomis  home  to  use  their  swimming  pool,  he  told 
his  mother  what  Loomis  had  done  to  him  when  the  two  of  mem  were  alone  in  his  parents1 
home.  He  had  some  recollection  mat  bis  mother  told  his  father  about  whet  had  happened 
with  Loomis,  and  his  parents  apparently  reported  the  matter  to  the  pastor  or  assistant 
pastor  of  Corpus  Christi /Parian  because  Richard  Loomis  "suddenly  disappeared"  from  the 
parish  and  school  and  that  was  the  last  he  ever  saw  of  him. 

He  put  the  fondling  incident*  behind  him  shortly  thereafter  arid  has  never  had  any  serious 
inner  turmoil  or  psychological  problems  as  a  result  of  what  Richard  Loomis  did  to  him  on 
those  three  or  four  occasions.  He  put  it  behind  him  as  something  mat  happened  to  him  as 
a  kid,  and  moved  on  with  his  life.  It  would  concern  him,  however,  to  know  that  Richard 
Loomis  may  have  been  a  repeat  o gender  with  other  boys  like  himself  and  subsequently 
reached  a  high  level  in  tihe  Catholic  Church. 


MEMORANDUM 


TO:  Cardinal  Roger  Mahony 

FROM:  REDACTED 

Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board  KbDAC  1  tL) 

RE:  Recommendation  of  the  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board 

Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis  (CMOB  071-01) 


DATE:  February  9, 2004 


REDACTED  a  plaintiff  in  a  complaint  filed  in  the  Los  Angeles  Superior  Court  on  December 
17, 2003,  alleges  that  Brother  Beckett,  now  known  as  Richard  A.  Loomis,  and  FatherREDACTED 
REDACTED    sexually  molested  him  at  many  different  places  from  approximately  1969  through 
approximately  1 971  when  he  was  a  student  at  Pater  Noster  High  School. 

On  December  23, 2003,  you  asked  me  in  my  capacity  as  Chairman  of  the  Clergy  Misconduct 
Oversight  Board  to  head  a  special,  totally  independent  investigation  of  the  allegations  against 
Monsignor  Loomis  and  report  my  findings  and  recommendations  to  you  directly  and  to  the 
Oversight  Board, 

The  following  is  my  report  of  the  results  of  the  investigation  and  activities  to  date.  I  enclose  the 
following  for  your  information  and  review. 

•  Your  letter  to  me  of  December  23,  2003  asking  me  to  head  the  investigation. 

•  My  letter  of  December  23, 2003  accepting  the  assignment. 

•  Resume  of  REDACTED  setting  forth  his  background  and  experience  as  a  former  FBI 
special  agent  and  licensed  private  investigator. 

•  My  letter  of  December  29, 2003  retainingREDACTED  and  setting  forth  the  scope  of  the 
investigation.  Redacted       a  member  of  CMOB  and  a  former  Assistant  United  States 
Attorney,  and  I  met  withREDACTED  on  December  29  to  discuss  the  case  and  outline  the 
investigation.  REDACTED  has  been  appointed  as  a  Canonical  Auditor. 

•  My  letter  toREDACTED         REDACTED    attorney,  requesting  an  interview  and 
other  information  about  the  claims  made  against  Monsignor  Loomis.  I  received  no 
response  to  this  letter. 

•  My  follow-up  letter  to  REDACTED   restating  the  need  to  interviewREDACTED  and 
obtain  additional  information.  REDACTED  •  did  not  respond  to  this  letter. 
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Memorandum  Regarding  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 
February  9,  2004 
Page  2 


Investigative  Chronology  prepared  by  R  E  D ACTE  D  the  former  FBI  agent  and  private 
investigator  initially  employed  by  Monsignor  Craig  Cox  before  my  appointment.  REDACTED 
^  made  his  work  product  available  to  REDACTED 


REDACTED  , 


•  Public  Records  Database  Search  Results  reREDACTED    ,  This  was  prepared  byREDACTED 

redacted  ^REDACTED  request. 

•  Interviews  of  REDACTED       conducted  by  Redacted 

•  Copy  of  a  portion  of  the  1972  Pater  Noster  yearbook  showing  Brother  Beckett  and 
BrotherREDACTED  (REDACTED      )  to  be  on  the  faculty. 

•  Monsignor  Loomis'  Clergy  Assignment  Record  prepared  from  Archdiocesan  records. 

•  Public  Records  Database  Search  Results  re  Monsignor  Loomis.  The  search  revealed  two 
superior  court  complaints  in  which  Monsignor  Loomis  was  named  as  a  defendant. 

•  Summary  of  superior  court  file  relating  to  one  of  the  two  cases, REDACTED  Vs.  Mary  Star  of  the 
Sea  High  School.  This  case  did  not  involve  allegations  of  sexual  abuse  by  Monsignor 
Loomis. 

•  Summary  of  superior  court  file  relating  to  the  other  case, REDACTED  Vs.  The  Roman 
Catholic  Archbishop  of  Los  Angeles.  This  case  did  not  involve  allegations  of  sexual 
abuse  by  Monsignor  Loomis. 

•  Memorandum  of  22  April  2002  from  Monsignor  Craig  A.  Cox  to  Monsignor  Loomis  and 
REDACTED  :onceming  Father  REDACTED  This  is  included  because 
Monsignor  Loomis  and  FatherREDACTtu  knew  and  associated  with  each  other  during  the 
time  in  question. 

•  FatherREDACTED 's  Confidential  Database  record. 

•  REDACTED  g  interview  with  Father  REDACTED 

•  REDACTED  i  interview  with  REDACTED        concerning  a  report  made  byREDACTED 

REDACTED 

.  REACTED  s  mterview  withREDACTED     in  whichREDACTED  relates  an  incident 
which  occurred  during  the  summer  of  1974  in  which  Monsignor  made  inappropriate 
remarks  about  young  boys  who  were  wearing  swimming  trucks  and  later  made  a  "pass"  at 
him.  REDACTED  was  an  ^uit  at  the  time. 

•  REDACTED  s  interview  with  REDACTED  REDACTED  in  which  REDACTEDredacted 
relates  a  complaint  that  he  received  during  the  summer  of  1974  involving  sexual 
molestation  ofREDACTED     >  a  minor,  by  Monsignor  Loomis  while  he  was  a 
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seminarian  assigned  to  Corpus  Christi.  MonsignorREDACTEDreported  the  incident  to 
Monsignor  Craig  Cox  after  received  notification  that  an  announcement  was  going  to  be 
made  at  Monsignor  Loomis'  parish  that  he  had  been  named  in  a  superior  court  complaint. 

REDACTED  .s  illterview  withREDACTED      in  which  REDACTED     states  Monsignor 
Loomis  fondled  his  genitals  on  three  or  four  occasions  when  he  went  swimming  at 
Monsignor  Loomis'  parents'  home  during  the  summer  of  1974. 

The  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board  considered  Monsignor  Loomis'  case  at  its  meeting  on 
January  28,  2004.  The  information  received  rromREDACTED  was  not  known  at  that  time. 

It  was  the  consensus  of  the  Board  that  further  efforts  be  made  to  obtain  additional  information 
fromREDACTED  •  and  an  interview  with  REDACTED    and  that  the  investigation  continue  with  a 
follow  up  report  at  the  next  meeting,  which  is  February  11, 2004. 

I  have  kept  Father  R  E  DACTE  D   advised  of  developments. 

Please  let  me  know  if  you  have  any  questions  or  desire  further  elaboration  or  information. 


cc:      Father  REDACTED  &  Monsignor  Craig  A.  Cox  (w/  enclosures) 


78983 


RCALA005919 


12/19/03 
12/19/03 

12/19/03 

12/19/03 
12/19/03 

12/19/03 
12/20/03 


MSGR.  RICHARD  LOOMIS 

INVESTIGATIVE  CRONOLOGY 

CANONICAL,  AimrroR 

REDACTED 

Msgr.  Cox,  Vicar  for  Priests,  provided  a  copy  of  pertinent 

R|f**  «f»        suite  filing  alleging  Loomw  ^.REDACTED 

sexually  molested  REDACTED      between  1969  71 
when  redacted  was  ,  student  af  p-ter  Nofter        ^  ■ 

Los  Angeles,  CA 

REDACTED  REDACTED 
REDACTED 


^  "ditor  traveled  to  DM  and  met  with  the  REDACTED 

:"' ^    REDACT01'0    Wh°  ^  no  record, 

for  REDACTED     .  buf  did  for  REDACTED 

«"*  RE  D ACTE  D     she  made  copies  of  both  nies  and  gave 
then*  w  »ne  auairor. 

The  auditor  caused  a  database  Investigation  regarding REDACTED 
»Hd  REDACTED   to  be  conducted  byREDACTED  Private 
Investigator. 

The  auditor  later  received  preliminary  results  of  the  databank 

REDACTED  H  W**  *****  '  WW  *»0t  Mentical  tO  REDACTED 

™^ICU  '  J]  ?  w"  P°DMibl*  bM*d  on  *****  of  tendance  mat 
could  beREDACTED 

rcgarauig  sacramental    records    for  further 

determination  mat  ne  may  be  also  know  asREDACTED 

redactelredacted  Brothers  of  St  Patrick  (Order) 

was  interviewed  at  his  residence  in  REDACTED  REDACTED  ne  was 
tafonned  that  PN  records  now  located  at  Daniel  Murphy  High 
School  were  reviewed  for  the  name  redacted  ^th 
negative  results.  He  and  the  auditor  then  reviewed  PN. 
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Loomis  chronology  continued  -  2 


12/20/03 


12/21/03 


12/22/03 


yearbook,  for  years  1969  to  1975.  REDACTED  »  depicted  *« 

REDACTED  bOOk  Mid  Wl  *  .vy»»— -  - „ 

„  «~----  ~      .  .  -  .  REDACTED      in  the  REDACTED 

book.  He  could  not  find  A   KEDACTEDjdEl  Ae  lehool 

v^arhooks  which  led  him  to  believe  that      _     ,e"     "~  w 
redacted^  "       redacted  *le  stated  the  records  of  non 

equate  students  are  filed  behind  the  graduating  class  records 
and  suited  the  records  be  reviewed  for 
sUeaiTBrotber  Beckett  F.S.P.,  now  known  as  Ig «» 
Loomis  was  shown  in  the  yearbooks  as  REDACTED  la 
REDACTED 

H*  stated  that  Loomis  enjoyed  a  fin*  reputation  among  the 

^^rttzszz  ™  rrsss. 

priest 

.    redacted^EDACTED  was  interviewed  _  at  hb 

~  .  t  ah  AnwiM  C>L  He  initially  met  JLooniis  m  l"oo- 

residence  in  Los  A»8**CA.  U* ™™s>Pi  ftttd  was 

«7  when  Loom ^'^^^ED^        af  PN  when  he  <™. 
rISSte*  5?^^  He  cited  profession*. I  conflict  with 
1  oomis  He  had  notmng  negative  to  say  about  the  way  Loonus 
^ed  his  vows,  hS "dedication  to  the  Order  and  ncverhad  any 

.l.A**f  He  did  not  recall  a  student  named  REDACTED 
H  fS  wRE?^CTED       %>r  of  Holy  family  Parish  nearby 
?N,^uTdid  not  know  of  any  relationship  between  bun  and 
Loomis- 

^  •  redacted'EDACTED         ,  and  Redacted  :DACTED 

REDACTED  _  .  „.  s -if  R EDACTED 

redacted,™-  interviewed  at  the  Brothers  of  St  PatncK 
■  '  redactedREDACTED    redacted  Both  have  known  Loomis  since  he 
mined  the  Order  in  1966  and  was  known  as  Brother  Beckett. 
fe^cTE^vSed  Uinited  student  and  pemnnel  records 

Loomis  as  a  Brother  and^ teacher,  '*^™Rf™c™D  or 
a«  exemplamy  «««r.  Both  did  not  know  ^  ^fld 
^redacted  and  both  expressed  total  disbeiwt  at  cnuu 
molestation  charges  against  Loomis- 

_   "      REDACTED    '  REDACTED  8t 

TV „i.nMREDACTED    Where  she  reviewed  the 
DM  High  School,  phone  .^redacted 
graduate  W (rtudfat  record,  and  located  records  of 
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Loomis  chronology  continued-3 


12/22/03 


12/22/03 


12/22/03 


12/22/03 


REDACTED  wno  attended  as  a  freshman  and  sophomore 

in  1971  and  1972.  Redacted  tnijjr0  reCord  which  was  copied 
and  produced  to  REDACTED  and  is  attached  hereto. 

The  auditor  caused  a  database  background  investigation  to  be 
conducted  regarding  REDACTED  _     foy  .REDACTED 

Private  Investigator. 

REDACTED 

provided  the  auditor  with  preliminary  results  of  Ms 
database  inquiry  which  fully  identifiedREDACTED 
born  Redacted  residing  at  REDACTED 
•  CA,  phone  REDACTED        SI>0USe,  REDACTE°  REDACTED  bw  ffled 

REDACTED  and  has  been  a  defendant  in  REDACTED 

Court  cbtl  cases.  He  had  REDACTED 
REDACTED 

The  auditor  prepared  a  synopsis  of  the  database  background 
information  and  school  records  and  submitted  it  to  redacted 
who  advised  the  information  could  be  Bhared  with  Msgr.  Cox 
as  necessary  to  develop  further  Investigative  leads. 

The  auditor  met  with  Msgr.  Cox  who  supplied  the  following 
information: 

Last  known  information  regarding  REDACTED 

former  LA  Archdiocese  priest  who  is  on  "inactive  leave"  from 

the  priesthood. 


Information  regarding ^P^PTPP. 
when  Loomis  and  redacted  w«re  there. 


a  teacher  at  PN 


12/23-24/03 


Msgr.  Cox  also  left  a  telephonic  message  for  Loomis  stating 
that  the  auditor  desired  to  interview  him  (in  accordance  with 
his  and  his  attorneys'  wishes)  regarding  the  REDACTED 
allegations. 

The  auditor  reviewed  criminal  records  of  the  Orange  County, 
CA  Superior  Court,  Santa  Ana,  CA  regardingREDACTED 
redacted  contained  the  following  information  in  case  # 

REDACTED 


12/24/03 


The  auditor  received  a  telephone  call  fromREDACTEDwho  said  a 
decision  has  been  made  to  turn  this  investigation  over  f0REDACTED 
redacted^  9U  iuavvmiivat  outside  investigator. 
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INTERVIEWS  OF  BROTHERS  OF  SAINT  PATRICK 

Synflp^offrtervjewK  „„„„ 
Richard  Loomis  entered  the  Brothers  of  St,  Patrick  (Order)  ,  took  the  name 

Brother  Beckett  and  later  was  a  teacher  and  dean  of  discipline  at  the  Orders  Pater 
Naster  High  School  He  resigned  from  the  Order,  entered  St  John's  Seminary  and 
was  ordained:  a  priest  He  enjoyed  a  wonderful  reputation  among  the  Brothers  and 
the  only  conflict  anyone  could  remember  was  with  redacted 
regarding  discipline  at  ?%  in  which  Loomis  was  supported  by  most  of  the  faculty. 
He  was  described  as  "one  of  our  finest"  and  a  person  who  lived  his  vows  faithfully  in 
every  way-  PN  yearbooks  (1971-72)  were  produced  and  showed  Loomii  as  Dean  of 
Discipline  ancREDACTED  as  a  student.  None  of  the  Brothers  interviewed  knew 
or  recalled  redacted  or  knew  of  any  relationship  between  Loomii  and REDACT5D 
REDACTED 

The  following  interviews  were  conducted  by  REDACTED         Canonical  Auditor, 
Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles; 

REDACTED  ■ 

REDACTED 

On  12/21/03  Bother  REDACTED      REDACTED  ^  Brothers  of  Saint.  Patrick, REDACTED 
REDACTED  phone'R E D ACT E D  (  supplied  the  Mowing 

information:  . 

He  produced  the  limited  student  and  personnel  records  still  available  regarding  Brother 
Beckett,  now  know  as Msgr.  Richard  Lc>omis,  which  are  attached  hereto. 

Richard  Loomis  applied  for  admission  to  The  Brothers  of  Saint  Patrick  (Order)  in REDACTCD 
and  attended  the  novitiate  in  REDACTED  He  adopted  the  name 

Brother  Beckett,  renewed  vows  yearly,  but  was  never  finally  professed  and  took  his  last 
VoWs  ii)REDXcTEDat  24  years  of  age. 


-REDACTED 


He  has  known  Loomis  since  /hen  Loomis  joined  the  Order,  but  became  closer  to 
turn  when  they  taught  in  the  early  1970's  at  Pater  Noster  (PN)  High  School,  2911  San 
Fernando:  Road,  Los  Ahgeleisj  CA,  (which  was  founded  by  the  Order).  Loomis  was  well 
thought  of  by  the  faculty  and  students  at  PN,  and  became  dean  of  discipline  for 
underclassman.  Loomis  did  not  believe  he  was  receiving  support  in  matters  of  discipline 
from  the  principal,  Brother  REDACTED  and  stated  his  feelings  in  his  resignation  letter 
ftom  REDACTED  (see  -attached).  Loomis 's  concerns  were  shared  by  many  of  the 
faculty  members  and  most  agreed  that  redacted  was  inconsistent  in  his  final  ^decisions 
regarding  discipline.  Shortly  after  this  conflict,  Loomis  rendered  his  resignation  from  the 
Order  and  his  teaching  position  at  PN  to  attend  St  John's  Seminary  and  later  become  a 
priest.  The  attached  letter  show  that  he  made  proper  and  timely  notification  to  Brother 
redacted  jfe  saja  Loomis  was  missed  both  as  a  member  of  the  Order  and  as  a  teacher  at 
PN-  . 
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Brothers  of  Saint  Patrick  continued 

He  was  shown  a  photo  in  the  1972  PN  yearbook  depleting  REDACTED  as  a  member  of 
tie  sophomore  class.  He  stated  he  has  no  recollection  of  redacted 

■  He  did  not  know  Father  REDACTED  the  former  pastor  of  Holy  Family  Parish,  whichwas 
near  PN. 

He  said  that  Loomis  knew  and  was  friendly  with  Brother  REDACTED  later  know  as  Fr.. 
REDACTED  He  didn't  believe  they  were  extremely  close  friends,  but  were  about 

the  same  age  and  taught  together  at  PN.  They  left  the  Order,  attended  the  seminary  and 
were  ordained  about  the  same  time.  He  had  heard  R  e dacte d  "got  into  some  kind  of 
trouble"  which  he  could  not  describe,  and  later  left  the  priesthood. 

He  described  Loomis  as  "one  of  our  finest",  stating  he  thought  Loomis  represented  the 
future  of  the  Order.  He  and  the  Order  are  proud  of  Loomis  and  his  success  as  a  priest  He 
always  thought  of  Loomis  as  the  epitome  of  the  priesthood  and  was  "astoundcd,,  to  hear 
allegations  mat  he  violated  his  vows  in  any  way.  He  has  bad  basically  no  contact  with 
Loomis,  except  for  seeing  him.  at  a  few  social  functions  since  Loomis  left  the  Order. 

Brother  REDACTED 

On  12/21703  Bother  REDACTED  REDACTED      _  Brothers  of  St. 

Patrick  7820  Balsa  Avenue,  Midway  City,  C  A,  phone  REDACTED  supplied  the 
following  information: 

In  RED*CTED)je  was  •  the  REDACTED  Richard  Loomis  who  took  the  name  Brother 

Beckett  and  today  is  know  as  Msgr .  Richard  Loomis  of  the  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles. 
He  recalled  his  association  with  Loomis  from  memory  as  he  had.no  records  available  to 
bha.  Loomis  had  some  college  credits  before  entering  the  Brothers  of  St  Patrick  (Order) 
and  continued  his  degree  after  finishing  the  novitiate.  He  then,  exact  dated  unrecalled, 
Commenccd  teaching  at  Pater  Nosier  (PN)  High  School,  2911  San  Fernando  Road,  Los 
Angeles,  CA»  (which  was  founded  by  the  Order)  and  rose  quickly  to  the  position  of REDACTED 
redacted  m  the  early  I970's  Loomis  resigned  from  (PN)  and 

entered  St  John's  seminai^andinthemidtolate  1970'srec«ive4  his  priestly  oirdination. 

He  was  proud  of  Loomis  when  he  decided  to  be  a  priest,  but  sadden  that  he  was  leaving 
the  Order,  as  he  was  one  of  the  finest  young  men  in  the  Order.  To  his  knowledge  Loomis 
had  no  disciplinary  problems  while  in  the  Order,  followed  all  rules  explicitly  and  to  his 
knowledge  lived  his  vows  to  the  fullest  extent  Had  Loomis  experienced  problems  Br. 
REDACTEDWOuld  have  known.abdut  it  as  he  was  Lbomis'REDACTED  _  the 
entire  time  Loomis  was  in  the  Order.  He  stated  Loomis  had  no  "boundary"  violations  and 
no  complaints  of  any  type  regarding  his  RMOctarlnn  with  the  othor  brnrtwrs  or  thii  PN 
students.  Loomis would  have  been  the  last  person  he  could  think  of  thai  would  be  the 
subject  of  child  molestation  charges. 


2 


78997 


XII  000030 


Brothers  of  Saint  Patrick  continued 


When  Loomis  was  teaching  at  PN  there  was  a  bit  of  friction  between  he  and  the  principal, 
Brother  redacted  _  because  Loomis  did  not  believe  that  in  bis  position  as  dean  of 
discipline,  he  received  proper  support  from  Br.  redacted  Loomis' s  position  was  supported 
by  the  majority  of  the  faculty.  He  has  had  basically  no  contact  with  Loomis,.  except  for 
seeing'him  at  a  few  social  functions  since  Loomis  left  the  Order. 

When  asked  to  describe  Loomis's  closest  friend(s)  in  the  Order  he  mentioned  Brother 
redacted      Loomis  was.  ahead  of  Brother  REDACJED  in  the  novitiate,'  and  they  became 
good  friends  while  they  both  taught  at  PN.  Brother  REDACTED  left  the  Order  with  Loomis, 
attended  St  John's  seminary  and  was  ordained  Fr,  REDACTED  He  believes 

redacted  left  tjhc  priesthood  but  does  not  know  when  or  for  what  reason. 

He  has  taught  at  FN  at  three  different  times,  but  was  not  there  in  1 970-72.  He  did  not 
know,  no  has  ever  heard  of  a  student  namedRE  dacte  d 

He  provided  a  copy  of  the  .  1972  PN  yearbook,  which  depicts  REDACTED  as-™ 
REDACTED 

-  BrotherREDACTED 

On  12/20/03  Brother  redacted      j,  Brother  of  Saint  Patrick,  and  R  E  DACTE  D 
redacted  rf  Paler  Noster  gpty  j^gjj.  School,  291 1  San  Fernando  Road,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
was  interviewed,  at  bis  residcnoREDACTED  and  supplied  the 

following;  information: 

He  met  Richard  Loomis  when  Loomis  was  a  novitiate  known  as  Brother  Beckett  in 
approximately  1966-67  at  the  Mother  House  in  Midway  City,  CA.  Loomis  later  was  a 
teacher  and  dean  of  discipline  at  PN  in  approximately  the  early  1 970' s. 

As  soon  as  trie  interview  started  he  said  he  wanted  to  make  it  entirely  clear  that.he  and 
Lc^nnVhad  conflicts  at  PN  when  Loomis  was  dean  of  discipline.  Loomis  continually 

,  complaUied  that  he  (Brother  REDACTH)  as  PN  principal  did  not  support  him  in  his  role  as 
dean  of  discipline.  He  stated  he  did  not  agree  with  Loomis's  inconsistent  approach  to 
discipline;  He  was  also  upset  with  Loomis  for  not  giving  him  proper  notice  when  he 
resigned  from  PN  and  the  Brothers  of  Saint  Patrick  (Order)  and  enrolled  in  St.  John's 
Seminary.  With  the  above  said,  he  had  nothing  negative  to  say  about  the  way  Loomis 
lived.his.  vows,  his  dedication  to  the  Order  and  never  had  any  reason  whatsoever  to  think 
that  Loomis  would  sexually  molest  a  student  He  did  not  recall  a  student  namediRE°ACiTE°D 

redacted  'He  knew-  Fr.  REDACTED  redacted^  Holy  femity  Parish  nearby  PN,  but  did  not 
know  of  any  relationship  between  faun  and  Loomis. 
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Brothers  of  Saint  Patrick  continued 
Brother  REDACTED 

On  12/20  and  21/03  Broth«REDACTED       a  m&n)h*r  nf  ^  Urntho„  nf 
was  interviewed  at  his  residence,  REDACTED 
supplied  die  following  information: 

He  initially  met  Richard  Lponiis  in  the  mid  sixty's  when  Loomis  joined  The  Brothers  of 
Saint  Patrick  (Order)  and  took  the  name  Brother  Beckett.  As  he  is  considerably  older 
than  Lporais  and  did  not  teach  at  the  Order's  high  school,  Pater  Noster  (PN)  at  the  same 
time,  they  did  not  know  each  other  too  well.  He  stated  that  Loomis  enjoyed  a  fine 
reputation  among  the  Brothers  and  he  never  heard  anything  of  a  derogatory  nature 
regarding  Loomis  during  the:  time  he  was  in  the  Order  and  later  after  Loomis  went  to  the 
seminary  and  was  ordained  a  priest. 

He  produced  PN  yearbooks  for  the  period  covering  1970  -1973.   The  books  were 
reviewed  and  the  1971  and  1972  book  depicted  Brother  Beckett  (LonmM  M  n«*,  nf 
Discipline  and  also  depicted  a  student  named  REDACTED    ^  „  REDACTED 
REDACTED      .  He  couidnot  findREDACTED     in  theRE^,     .  ^ 
whicbJed  him  to  believe  that  redacted  lcft  ±c  sch"ool  REDAu  I  tu 
He  was  infom»ed  that  PN  records  now  located  at  XWi  iviurpny  Hign  school  were 
reviewed  for  the  name  REDACTED    ^  nfigatiy<).nsrohSi  He        mc  records  of  non 
graduate  students  are  filed  behind  file  graduating  class  records  and  suggested  the  records 
be  reviewed  for  non-graduating  students.  ' 
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Clergy  AMlgnment  Record 
Rev  Msgr  Richard  A.  Loomis 


Current  Primary  Assignment,  Pastor 


REDACTED 


Birth  Date 
Birth  City  .  .. 
Discmate  Ordination 
Priesthood  Ordination 
Diocese  Name 
DoteofinpardinMon 
Ritual  Ascriptio 
Ministry  Status 

Mail  address     .    SS.  Felteite  and  Perpetua  Catholic  Church 
REDACTED 


5/10/1876 
5/29/1976 

Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 

5/10/1975 

Latin 

Active  Service 


Age:  57 
Deanery:  10 


Home  phone 
Fax  phone 

Seminary 
Ethnicity 

English  ... 
Spanish 


St.  John  Seminary,  Camarillo 
Unknown 

.Native  Language 
Ministerially  Adequate 


Assignment  History 

Assignment . 

Holy  Family  Catholic. Church,  Gtendale  -  Associate  Pastor 
(Parochial  Vicar),  Active  Service 

Bishop  Montgomery  High  Schoor,  Torrance  -  Faculty,  Active 
•Service. 

St.  John  Flsber  Catholic. Church,. Raneho  Palos  Verdes  - 
Resident,  Active  Service  •  ■ 

Mary.Star  of  the  Sea  High  School,  San  Pedro  -  Faculty,  Active 
Service 

Mary  Star  of  the  Sea  Catholic  Church,  San  Pedro  -  Resident, 
Active  Service 


Beginning  Date  Completion  Date 
6/21/1976  7/9/1879 


7/10/1979 


6/30/1880 


7/10/1979  6/30/1880 


7/1/1980     .  7/31/1884 


7/1/1980  7/31/1984 
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Daniel  Murphy  High  School,  Los  Angelas  -.  Principal,  Active 
Service  . 

8/1/1884 

7/5/1968 

StBr^anCattollcC^urdi^i.An'gele*     Resident,  Active 
Service 

8/1/1984 

7/5/1 988 

St.  Genevieve  Catholic  Church,  Panorama  City  -  Associate 
Pastor  (Parochial  Vicar),  Active  Service 

7/6/1988 

:  4/14/1990 

St.  Anthony  Catholic  Church,  Canard  -  Pastor,  Active  Service 

4/15/1890 

6/30/T995 

-  Prelate  6f  Hla  Holiness,  Appointed 

6/6/1996 . 

-  Vicar,  Appointed 

7/1/1896 

12/31/1995 

St  Charles  Boromee  Catholic  Church,  North  Hollywood  - 
Resident,  Active  Service  . 

7/1/1895 

12/31/2002 

Vicar  for  Clergy,  Appointed  . 

1/1/1996 

12/31/2000 

Archdtoceaah.  Catholic  Center.  Los  Angeles  -  Council  of  Priests, 
Active  Service 

1/1/1986 

12/31/2000 

Archdiocesan  Catholic  Center,  Los  Angeles  -  Secretariat 
Director,  Appointed 

5/1/1997 

12/14/2001 

-  .Sabbatical  ■. 

1/1/2001 

7/1/2001 

Archdioceaan  Catholic  Center,  Los  Angeles  -  Secretariat 
Director,  Active  Service 

12/15/2001 

12/31/2002 

St  Jerome  Catholic  Church,  Los  Angeles  -  Administrator  Pro 
Tern,  Active  Service;  . 

1/3/2003 

6/30/2003 

S3.  Felicltas  and  Perpetua  Catholic  Church,  San  Marino  -- 
Pastor,  Active  Service 

7/1/2003 

.  6/30/2009 
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PRIVILEGED  &  CONFIDENTIAL 

REDACTED 

On  January  7, 2004,  Redacted  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles, 

3423  Wiishire  BlvtL,  Los  Angeles,  CA  90010-2202,  telephone  number  REDACTED 
furnished,  the  following  information  to  redacted  who  identified  himself  as  a  Canonical 
Auditor  retained  by  the  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board  of  the  Archdiocese  of  Los 
Angeles  to  conduct  an  investigation  into  an  allegation  byR  edacted    that  Monsignor 
Richard  Loomis  sexually  molested  him  while  he  was  a  student  at  Pater  Noster  High 
School  in  1971-72: 

REDACTED  redacted 

REDACTED  REDACTED 

REDACTED 

REDACTED 

REDACTED 

REDACTED 


REDACTED 


REDACTED  REDACTED 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 

REDACTED 

REDACTED 


'  She  became  -fl^g  REDACTED 

redacted     Her  supervisor  was  Monsignor  Richard  "Dick"  Loomis,  who  waa  the 
Vicar  fir  Clergy  for  the  Archdiocese. 

Shcfirst  met  Monsignor  Loomis  in  1996  when  she  was  assigned  REDACTED 
redacted  and  he  wa«  the  Vicar  for  Clergy  for  the  Archdiocese.  They 

had  occasional  diacoisiow  op  iswies  iirvolving  priestly  formation. 
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Interview  of  REDACTED  -Continued 
PRIVILEGED  &  CONFIDENTIAL 


She  found  Monsignor  Loorois  to  be  polite,  pleasant  and  reserved.  He  was  a  "fait 
standoffish"  which  led  her  to  think  when  she  first  met  him  that  toe  waa  British.  She 
never  had  any  personal  issues  with  Monsignor  Loomis  and  he  always  conducted  himself 
in  a  professional  and  appropriate  manner  when  she  was  around  him.  He  let  her  do  her  job 
and  she  always  felt  comfortable  about  going  to  him  concerning  difficult  issues  and  cases. 
He  was  "generous  and  pastoral"  and  she  appreciated  his  input  and  support 

There  was  a  lot  of  pressure  on  Monsignor  Loomis  and  his  star!  as  a  result  of  the  fallout 
from  me  sexual  abuse  of  minors  allegations  in  the  Boston  Archdiocese,  and  the  Los 
Angeles  Archdiocese  was  overburdened  with  allegations  against  its  clergy.  Monsignor 
Loomis  was  very  empathetic  about  reaching  out  to  victims  of  child  sexual  abuse  and  was 
very  involved  in  setting  Up  a  safe  environment  program  for  children  in  the  Archdiocese. 

REDACTED   redacted  redacted 

REDACTED  redacted 


REDACTED  REDACTED 

REDACTED 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 

REDACTED 


REDACTED 

REDACTED 


In  early  June  2002,  an  adult  male  left  a  message  on  the  child  sexual  abuse  hotline  she 
maintains  in  Her  office  to  the  effect  that  be  "wanted  to  report  a  person  in  a  very  high 
position  in me  Archdioceie  for  child  sexual  abuse."  Tb»hc4toenamber  forme 
Archdiocese  is  published  in  their  bulletin.  A  recorded  message  at  that  number  asks  the 
caller  to  leave  a  voice  message  and  his  or  her  name  and  telephone  number  if  the  person 
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Interview  of  REDACTED  -Continued 
PRIVILEGED  &  CONFIDENTIAL 

chose  to  identify  himself  or  herself,  and  wanted  to  be  called  back.  She  did  not  recall  if 
me  caller  left  Ms  name  at  that  time,  but  a  few  days  later  she  received  a  call  at  8:00  p.m. 
on  her  direct:  line  from  the  same  adult  male  who  identified  himself  ajREDACTE°  and  told 
.  her  he  was  "riot  sure  if  this  was  sexual  abuse  or  not,  but  it  was  something  mat  involved 
Monsignor  "Dick"  Loomis  when  he  was  a  seminarian." 

Her  recoliection  of  that  call  was  thatREDACTED  told  her  the  incident  took  place  during  the 
summer  when  he  and  "Dick"  Loomis  worked  with  alter  boys  at  Christ  the  King  Parish, 
but  she  may  be  mistaken  about  he  name  of  the  parish.  Her  impression  was  that REDACTED 
was  a  counselor  at  the  parish  at  the  time,  and  would  have  been  an  adult. 

According  tbREDACTED,  "Dick"  Loomis  asked  him  to  accompany  him  and  some  alter  boys 
they  had  been  working  with  on  an  afternoon  swim  outing  at  a  park  swimming  pool,  and 
he  agreed  to  do,  so.  While  the  two  of  them  were  apparently  watching  the  boys  at  the  pool, 
?'Dick"  Loomis  purportedly  commented  toREDACTED,  "Look  at  those  boys.  They're 
pretending  they  don't  even  know  they  have  a  hard-on."  That  was  the  extent  of  Loornis's 

'  REDACTED 

remarks  along  that  line,  but  felt  he  should  report  the  incident  as  he  found  it 

ynsettjjjjg ^redacted  i{ided  mat  while  he  and  "Dick"  Loomis  were  driving  back  to  the 
parish  m  loornis's  car,  Loomis  "reached  over  like  he  was  going  to  touch  me,"  but  then 
stopped  and  withdrew  bis  hand  when  he  sensed  thatREDACTED  was  not  receptive  to  his 
touching  trim  in  the  leg  or  groin  area, 

.   She  tol<fEDACTED  that  "Dick"  Loornis's  comment  about  the  boys  was  inappropriate,  but 
she  did  not  know  if  it  was  seething  that  was  "reportable"  as  a  specific  violation  of  the 
sexual  abuse  of  minors  policy.  Loomis  never  actually  touched  him  in  an  inappropriate 
manner,  so  that  ako  was  problematic  as  a  reportable  incident  She  told  REDACTEC  she  did 
not  think  either  incident  was  something  that  the  Archdiocese  would  report  to  the  police. 

She  may  have  ended  her  first  telephone  conversation  withREDACTED  by  telling  him  that  she 
would  get  back  to  him  on  the  matter.  When  she  did  call REDACTED  back  some  time  later  to 
tell  him  mat  she  had  concluded  mat  mere  was  "nothing  to  report"  in  the  way  of  a  specific 
violation  by  Monsignor  Lodinia  on  the  basis  of  what  he  had  told  her,REDACTEDmdicated 
that  he  was  "fine"  by  that  and  commented  he  did  not  know  himself  whether  or  not  the 
matter  was Tsoihething  that  warmtedreportmgtothe  Arehdioc^ormepoUce. 

REDACTED  gave  her 'Ms  ft^riajme,  RED  acted     and  phone  number  at  the  end  of  their  fim 
coaversationOT  atalatCTtirnflan^  was  a  priest 

in  fibeLo* Angeles  Archdiocese.  (She  confirmed  that RtLW^ 1  tu    is  currently  a  priest 
inthelot  Angeles  Archdiocese.)  He  also  told  her  he  worked  withREDACTED 

redacted  g^j  jnvitcd  her.  to  attend  one  of  their  meetings. 

Shfrpretwttkl  a. brief  written  report  on  wfaa1REDACTED     had  told  her  during  their 
telephone  corrvemtion  and  copied  Monsignor  Craig  Cox,  Monsignor  Loornis's 
:  '  replacement  as  the  Vicar  for  Cieirgy,  and  redacted         redacted  for  the 

Archdiocese  at  the  rime.  She  also  called  Monsignor  Cox,  who  was  vishing  St  John's  . 
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Interview  olR  ED  ACTED  -Continued 
PRIVILEGED  &  CONFIDENTIAL 

Seminary,  and  reported the  incident  to  him.  He  told  her  he  would  disenss  me  matter  with 
Motwig&or  Loomis. 

Monsignor  Cox  subsequently  told  her  he  had  spoken  with  Monsignor  Loomis  and  "he 
denied  the  incident  ever  happened."  Monsignor  Loomis  also  told  Monsignor  Cox  that  he 
had  never  taken  alter  boys  to  a  public  swunrnirtg  pool. 

REDACTED     told  her  she  viewed  the  incident  as  a  'hion-issue." 

She  later  brought  the  matter  up  with  Monaigupr  Loomis  personally  and  told  him  she  "felt 
badly  about  getting  the  call."  She  felt  "awkward"  bringing  the-  subject  up  with 
Monsignor  Loomis,  but  he  did  not  appear  at  all  upset  or  concerned  about  her  doing  so 
and  told  her  he  had  "no  memory  of  anything  like  that,  ever  happening."  He  said  he  never 
went  swmrming  at  a  public  pool,  but  on  one  occasion  had  taken  some  alter  boys  to  swim 
at  his  parents'  home  pool. 

Monsignor  Loomis.  was  assigned  as  pastor  of  a  parish  in  San  Mam 
Before  he  left  for  his  new  assignment,  she  told  htm  she  had  shredded  the  written  report 
shft  had  prepared  on  the  matter  mvolving  the  alter  boys.  She  usually  keeps  everything  in 
the  wayofwritteh  records,  but  was  not  concerned  about  destroying  her  copy  o  f  her  report 
on  that  matter  because  she  had  given  copies  of  it  to  Monsignor  Cox  andREDACTED  and 
assumed  they  would  put  their  copies  in  a  file  for  future  reference  if  needed. 

Monsignor  Loomis never  brought  up  the  matter  with  her  and  never  tried  to  influence  her 
in any  way  with regard  to  her  preparing  a  report  on  the  call  she  received  from  REDACTED 
REDACTED>r  herdec^onto  sluredhercopyofmerepo4l  It  was  something  that  did  not 
appear  to  concern  him.  : 

REDACTED  redacted 

REDACTED       Monsignor  Cox  told  her  that  same  afternoon  about  an  allegation  in 
the  Complaint  involving  Monsignor  Loomis.  She  baa  never  seen  the  Complaint  and  did 
not  know  any  of  me  details  con^rni^ 

REDACTED 


REDACTED 


REDACT  ^  D 
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-  '  RFDAcnrn  > 

REDACTED 


REDACTED 

REDACTED 

REDACTED 
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REDACTED 

On  January  13, 2004,  REDACTED  _    _  ...  . 

redacted  ^  ; "  "  ~ "    "  ~,  funrished  the  following  uiformation  to 

redacted  ^0  identified himself  as  a  Canonical  Auditor  ("CA")  retained  by  the  Clergy 
Misconduct  Oversight  Board of  the  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles  to  conduct  an 
investigation  into  an  allegation  by  REDACTED    that  Monsignor  Richard  Loomis 
sexually  molested  him  while  he  was  a  student  at  Pater  Noster  High  School  in  1971-72: 

^redacted  leigphouicaUy  contacted  CAREDACTED  on  January  12, 2004  and  agreed  to  meet  with 
him  at  his  apartment  .^REDACTED  called  him  earlier  and  told  him  CAREDACTED 

wanted  to  interview  him  concerning  a  telephonic  report  she  took  from  him  in  December 
2002  about  a  possible  sexual  misconduct  incident  involving  Monsignor  Richard  Loomis 
when  he  (Loomis)  was  a  seminarian  about  30  years  ago.) 

REDACTED 

REDACTED 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 


He  completed  his  RE  DACTE  D  in  the  fell  of  1983.  He 

also  taught  religious  studies  and  the  history  of  religion  atREDACTED 
REDACTED  during  that  time  period. 

He  was  a  visiting  professor  tnREDACTED  m  l 989,  and  the 

director  of  theREDACTED  from  1991  to 

1996.  He  was  the  REDACTED  from  1997 

through  1999.  He  was  the  REDACTED  the  summer  of  1999  to 

April  2000.  After  that,  he  began  teachmgREDACTED 

redacted  where  is  still  employed  as  a  professor,  He  also  teaches  part 

time  atREDACTED  He  has  applied  for  a  foil  time 

teaching  position  atREDACTED 
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Interview  ^REDACTED  -  Continual 

He  was  married  to  1976  and  he  and  bis  wife  subsequently  bad  chUdren,REDACTED 
REDACTED        _  He  and  his  wife  separated  in       after  she 

embraced  theREDACTCD  religion  and  other  problems  surfaced  fa  meir  marriage.  He 
subsequentlyREDACTED  '     "        " '  '  .  He  has  a  girlfriend  named    /  :; 

•  who  REDACTED 

He  has  been  co-chair  of  the  Los  Angeles  ArchdioceseREDACTED  since 
redacted  ^redacted  redacted      asked  to  start  that  organizatioa  He  is  also  the 
Cathohc  educatot  for  the  REDACTED 

Id  the  spring  of  1974,  he  moved  into  a  big  house  onREDACTED 
redacted  ^th  four  other. graduate  students  and  amnarkabieREDACTED 
redacted  and  his  wife  and  two  children.  He  lived  mere  for 

two  years  and  "began  to  b«»ine  Catholic  again."  He  attended  church  services  at  Corpus 

Christi  Parish  near  Pacific  Palisades  during  that  time,  He  also  became  active  in  the 

Newman  Center  at  UCLA. 

REDACTED 


Loomis  was  mentally  sharp  and  the  two  of  them  connected  on  an  intellectual  level,  they 
were  around  the  same  age  at  that  time.  He  was  23  or  24.  He  and  Loomis  did  not  become 
friends  or  socialize  together,  but  enjoyed  a  good  rapport  in  the  classroom  and  continued 
to  talk  about  the  subject  matter  after  the  class  session  ended  The  class  lasted  for  about 
four  weeks. 

Loomis  was  "kind  of  short  and  pudgy,  wore  glasses  and  had  some  acne-type  blemishes  or 
reddish  spots  on  his  face." 

Some  time  around  the  end  of  the  bible  class,  which  would  have  been  in  the  summer  of 
1974,  I^mismvited  him  to  accompany  him  to  a  youth  swim  outing  at  a  pool  in  a  public 
park  somewhere  outside  Pacific.  Palisades.  He  did  not  know  what  Loomis's  role  was  in 
the touting,  but  assumed  it  was  part  of  bis  intern  duties  for  the  parish. 

He  did  not  recall  if  he  joined  Loomis  for  the  ride to  me  park  at  me  parish  or  at  the 
residence  wheri^  IxKania  was  staying  at  the  time.  He  probably  parked  bis  car  at  one  of 
those  locations  and  rode  to  the  park  with  Loomis  in  his  car.  He  remembered  Loomis's 
car  being  a  "fairly  new  model*  white  compact  with  front  and  rear  seats.  He  did  not  recall 
if  it  had  two  doors  or  four  doors.  The  two  of  mem  wore  casual  clothes  and  did  not  bring 
thejr  swiinming  trunks.  \ 
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PRIVILEGED  *  CONFIDENTIAL 
Inurrkw  vf  RED  ACTED  Conti***A 

He  did  not  recall  how  long  it  took  for  him  and  Loomis  to  get  to  the  park  or  what  direction 
taV&^rfd*!-^  ^sdidi^sayordoanytonguntoward 

during  their  drive  to  the  park. 

Aijoroximately  20  Latino  boys  and  girls  arooiuitheag^  of  12to  13  were  gettingoutof  a 

Lthelatemor^ngore^lyafteimKm.  Heattumed that :  me  youths  were  from  an  mner 
city  school. 

He  and  Loomis  were  standing  outride  the  chain  link  fence  around  the  swmimhigpool 
watching  me  boys  and  girls  as  mey  ftoheked  in  the  pool  when  I^IJ""**^* 
«5of the  boys  and  said  something  like,  "Look  at  them.  They  don1 1  know  wfrat  they  ve 

erection  or  a  bard-om"  in  describing  an  obvious  n*™***  ^°^*°£?*  ^ 
pems'sbemgapparerttoI^niMa^  ""J* 
Saback  byUomis's  comment,  but  passed  it  off  by  rplvi^scmi^g  to  the  effect 
ST«I'm  interested  hxlbaking  at  girls,  not  boys,"  even  though  me  girls  at  the  poo  were 
n7matureen(mgbto  haveattr^  Ho  made  that  comment  in  to 

change  the  subject  and  let  Loomis  know  he  was  not  interested  m  looking  at  boys  m  tight 
swimming  trunks. 

He  thousht  it  was  "sort  of  weird*  that  Loomis  would  comment  about  me  boys'  sexuality 

inappropriate,  but  he  did  not  recall  what  those  comments  were.  He  let  Loomis  know  he 
was  single  at  the  time  and bad  lots  of  girlfriends. 

He  and  Loomis  had  lunch  with  the  boys  and  girls  at  some  table*  near  the  pool  and  then 
cvervoneleftmcpark.  They  were  there  for  approximately  two  hours.  He  did inot  recall* 

in  a  school  bus.  Loomis  did  not  say  mything  inappropriate  around  the  boys  and  girls  to 
his  knowledge.  Me  acted  like  a  normal  adult  m  their  presence. 

At  some  point  daring  that  day  he  referred  to  Richard  Loomis  as  "Dick,"  ^  Loomis 
corrected*^  by  saying  he  wanted  to  be  called  Richard,  not  Dick,  because  he  did  not  like 
the  connotation  attached  to  me  name  "Dick*" 

During  their  ride  back  to  the  parish  or  to  where  he  had  parked  his  car,  Loomis  told  him 
that  the  Loomis  House  in  California  was  named  after  a  famous  ancestor  of  his  who  was  a 
reporter  or  commentator  that  had  walked  from  the  East  Coast  to  California  and  then 
wrote  about  the  experience. 

they  were  driving  up  Chautauqua  onPacific  Coast  Highway  new  Smiset  Boulevard 
when  Loomis  stopped  bis  car  on  the  side  of  the  rode,  Loomis  men  "suddenly  reached 
over  in  an  unmistaken  attempt  to  grope  my  privates,"  He  quickly  pushed  Loomis's  right 
arm  away  from  his  lap  area  with  his  left  forearm  and  said  something  to  the  effect  of,  "No, 
man!  This  is  not  the  way  to  do  it"  He  then  added,  "You  ought  to  drop  out  of  the 
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Inttrritw  ^/.REDACTED  .  CpittiHued 

seminary  and  have  a  relationship  with  a  woman."  Loomis  said,  "No,  no"  in  response  to 
his  suggestion  that  he  drop  out  of  the  seminary  tod  have  a  relationship  with  a  woman,  but 
otherwise  said  nothing  moreabont  his  actions. 

His  comment  to  Loomis  about  dropping  out  of  the  seminary  and  having  a  relationship 
with  a  woman  was  meant  to  make  the  point  that  a  man  should  leam  about  sex  from  a 
woman,  not  another  man.  He  had  had  considerable  sexual  experience  with  women  from 
the  time  he  "dropped  ouf'REDACTED  and  was  giving  Loomis  what 

he  thought  was  good  advipe  about  bow  to  deal  with  his  own  sexuality. 

jje  redacted  was  ^^^jy  upset  wfth  Loomis' 8  advance,  but  Loomis  did  not  appear  to  be 
upset  or  embarrassed  by  what.ne  had  done.  HedidnotrecaU  ifhegoto^ofLoomis's 
car  at  that  time  or  shortly  thereafter  when  wey  got  back  to  his  fear.  Other  man  mat,  the 
incident  involving  Lbomis's  attempt  to  grope  his  privates  is  "vivid  in  my  memory."  He 
has  always  been  heterosexual  and  had  no  interest  in  having  any  kind  of  sexual  encounter 
with  Loomis  or  any  other  man. 

He  thought  of  Loomis  as  "just  another  young  guy"  like  himself  who  happened  to  be  a 
seminarian,  and  did  not  think  of  him  as  a  priest.  He  did  not  report  or  discuss  me  incident 
until  many  years  later  when  he  rald  his  girlftiendREDACTED  about  it.  He  was  not  tmumatized 
by  the  incident,  but  wondered  over  the  yeaxsiflxwmis  had  ever  become  a  priest  as  he 
was  concerned  about  rjiapos«ble  sexudnnscondlKtwimrninors.  He  had  considerable 
experience  with  victims  of  sextml  offenses  when  he  waaREDACTED     and  knows  how 
damaging  those  kinds  of  incidents  can  be  to  one's  psyche. 

He  never  heard  from  Loomis  after  that  and  did  not  see  him  again  until  the  Fall  or  Winter 

'  ■  REDACTED 

of 2002  when  he  and  his  girlfriend        attended  a  confirmation  mass  and  ceremony  at 
St!  Charles  Church  in  North  Hollywood  and  he  recognized  Richard  Loomis's  name  in  the 
program,  REDACTED  and 
REDACTED 

Richard  Loomis  was  one  of  several  priests  mat  were  assisting  tine  bishop  in  the 
confirmation  ceremony  mat  Saturday.  He  picked  Loomis  out  among  the  priests  at  the 
alter  and  said  to  REDACtED  "That's  him!"  in  reference  to  the  seminarian  that  had  tried  to 
grope  him  almost  30  .year*  earlier.  He  had  discussed  theincident  with . REDACTED  in  the  past, 
so  she  knew  what,  he  meiant  by  his  comment  Hehadnevcrmentioned  the  incident  to  his 
former  wife.  . 

He  "felt  weird"  after  recognizing  Loomis  as  that  sennrarian  and  mtentionally  stepped 
into  another  line  to  receive  oommunion  from  a  different  priest  when  he  realized  mat 
Loomis  was  giving  communion  at  the  front  of  the  line  he  anic!REDACTED  were  in.  The  past 
mcident  "began  to  percolate  mnw"afta 

assisting  the  bishop in  a  confirmation  ceremony  and  giving  omnnumon  to  the 
parishioners.  He  subsequently  learned  mat  Monaignor  Loomis  was  the  Vicar  of  Priests 
for  the  Archdiociese  and  talked  withREDACTED  about  whether  he  should  report  the  past 
incident  in  view  of  the  Church's  prooiems  with  the  sexual  abuse  of  minors  by  priests. 
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Interview  (/REDACTED  Continued 

•He 'also  discussed  the  incident  vrithhis  brother,  FatherREDACTED        but  did  00! 
tell  him  that  the  seminarian  was  Monsignor  Richard  Loomis.  His  brothtsr  told  him  to 
"follow  your  own  conscience"  with  regard  to  reporting  the  incident.  Both  realized, 
however,  that  the  offender  was  a  seminarian  and  he  was  an  adult  when  the  incident  took 
place  many  years  earlier. 

In  December  2002,  he  decided  to  call  the  child  sexual  abase  hot  line  at  the  Archdiocese 
of  Los  Angeles  to  report  the  incident  that  occurred  with  Monsignor  Loomis  when  he  was 
a  seminarian  in  1974  because  ofthe  position  he  held  in  the  Archdiooose  as  theVicarof 
Priests  ;  Ho  left  a  message  on  the  hot  tine  recorder  that  he  did  not  know  if  the  incident 
involving  a  person  in  a  high  position  in  the  Archdiocese  was  reportable,  but  he  wanted  to 
report  it  in  light  ofthe  scandal  of  sexual  abuse  of  minors  by  priests  and  bis  reading  ofthe 
Charter  for  the  protection  of  Children  and  Young  People.  He  assumed  from  his 
experienccREDACTED        G»t  his  incident  with  Richard  Ix>omis  might  serve  to 
corroborate  similar  charges  of  sexual  misconduct  about  him. 

He  either  called  back  later  and  spoke  with  REDACTED      or  she  called  him  back  in 
response !to  his  earlier  call.  'Whatevcrnetoldr^,=UrtOII=LJ    ofthe  incident  would  have 
been  based  on  his  memory  ofthe  incident  at  that  time. 

He  did  not  know  if  any  actionwas  taken  against  Monajgncr Loomis  as  aresultofhis 
reporting  the  incident,  but  he  learned  later  that  he  had  been  removed  from  his  position  as 
the  Vicar-  for  Priests.  He  was  not  aware  mat  Monsignor  Loomis  had  become  the  pastor  of 

a  parish  in  San  Marino,  He  has  periodic  contact  withREDACTECREDACTED ,  but  has  never' 
discussed  the  incident  involving  Richard  Loomis  with  him. 
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MONSIGNORREDACTED 


On  P*bruarv  3. 2004.  Monsienor 


REDACTED 


REDACTED  ......  .  ,  telephone  numbed  DACTE° 

redacted  furnished  the  following  information  to  .REDACTED  who  identified  himself  as  a 
Canonical  Auditor  retained  by  the  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board  of  the 
Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles  to  conduct  an  investigation  into  an  allegation  b3REDACTED 
redacted  that  Monsignor  Richard  Loomis  sexually  molested  him  while  he  was  a  student 
at  Pater  Noster  High  School  in  1971-72; 

He  met  Msgr.  Richard  Loomis  in  the  summer  of  1974  when  he  f REDACTED    was  the 
REDACTED      at  Corpus  C^hristi  Parish  and  grade  school  in  REDACTED  and 
Richard  Loomis  was  a  seminarian  assigned  to  perform  various  duties  at  the  parish,  during 
his  summer  break  from  St.  John  Seminary  in  Camarillo.  He  (Msgr.  Dotspn)  was  the  . 

REDACTED       at  Corpus  Christi  Parish  <™™  Tmw.  i 07*  Amnoi  February  1977.  He 
pretty  much  ran  the  parish  as  the  pastor,  °  ^  D  ACTE  D         m  gone  much.  0f  the 

■  time.  REDACTED  died:  14 -years  ago. 

Rtcriard'L^pmis;grew'up.mREDACTED        and  stayed  at  his  parents'  home  there  during 
his  summer,  break  from  the  seminary.  His  grandfather,  REDACTED  was  a  famous 
developer  who  was  responsible  for  much  of  the  growth  or  Racine  rausades. 

Richard  Loomis  had  previously  taught  at  nearby  St  Monica  High  School  when  he  was  a 
\vmth*r  with  th«  Order  of  St  Patrick  prior  to  entering  the:  seminary  to  become  a  priest 

REDACTED      who  was  a  brother  in  the  same  religious  order,  also  taught  at  St 
Monica  Hiah  School  and  attended  St.  John  Seminary  at  the  same  time  as  Richard 
Loomis.  REDACTED      left  the  priesthood  years  later  under  a  cloud  of  allegations  of 

.  sexual  miscon<ruct  myolving  young  boys. 

It  struck  hixn  as  a  bit  odd  at  the  time  that  Richard  Loormsdways  had  a  foUowing  of  fifth 
and  sixth  grade  boys  with  him  when  he  performed  his  assigned  duties,  most  of  which 
involved  cleaning chores  at  the  parish  and  school.  Something  about  the  presence  of 
young  boys  around  Loomis  at  all  times  bothered  him,  but  he  did  not  take  issue  with  it 
until  the  summer  of  1974  when  the  parents  of  a  fifth  grade  boy  namedRE  DACTED 
complained  to  him  about  another  young  man  hanging  around  the  school  and  having  too 
much  personal  and  telephomc.contact  with  their  son. 

the  ucrson  in  aucstion  was  a  Rood  looking  young  man  fromREDACTED  who  was  aREDACTED 
for  REDACTED  and  would  often  drop  off  and  pick  up 

REDACTED  tigfrtii  grade  stm>REDAOTCVho  attended  Corpus  Christi  Grade  School  at  the 
time.  The  young  man,  who  may  have  been  an  aspiring  actor  while  serving  as 
REDACTED       began  showing  up  on  the  school  arouads  even  when  fwasnot 
ihere  and  apparently  showed  a.lot  of  interest  inREDACTED        .  Mr.  and  Mrs. 
REDACTEDwere  very  upset  when  they  came  to  him  to  eomplain  aboutREDACTED 
REDACTEDhanging  around  the  school  and  drooointt.by  or  calling  their  home  to  talk  with 
redacted  fie  ^REDACTED    told  the  REDACTED[  he  would  contactREDACTED  ibout 
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Interview  of  Msgr,  -  Continued 

PRIVILEGED  £  CONFIDENTIAL 

their  concerns  and  put  a  stop  to  the  young  man  mending  time  on  the  school  grounds.  He 
subsequently  spoke  witlREDACTED    andREDACTED  told  him  later  that  he  had 
terminated  theREDACTEDand  sent  him  back  to  Ireland, 

During  the  same  meeting  wim'lhdREDACTED  however,  they  told  him  mat  they  and 
other  parents  of  boys  in  the  school  were  concerned  about  Richard  Loomis  "hanging 
around  kids  all  the  time."  Th«REDACTED ;  also  told  him  at  that  time  that  their  son 
redacted^  toldmem  that  Richard  Loomis  had  "fondled  or  groped"  him  in  the 
swimming  pool  at  theiT  home  or  possibly  at  another  location. 

Richard  Loomis'  parents  owned  a  big  house  near  the  intersection  of  Sunset  Boulevard 
and  Chautauqua  Boulevard  in  Pacific  Palisades.  He  did  not  know  if  there  was  a 
swimming  pool  on.their  property. 

He  told  (j1(REDACTED  ie  would  make  sure  Richard  Loomis  was  not  around  children  at 
their  parish  and  school  in  the  future. 

redacted  "   was  the  well-to-do  owner  of  a  REDACTED       in  the  Los  Anseles 
area  known:asREDACTED     He  has  since  died,  but  his  wife  is  still  living  jnREDACTED 

RFDAPTFD  redacted  w 

redacted  Their  son  ,  who  was  one  of    children,  is  now  a  very  personable  and 

successful  REDACTED 

The  incident  involvinjREDACTED     apparently  occurred  on  only  one  occasion. 
Richard  Loomis  had  completed  his  summer  assignment  at  Corpus  Christi  Parish  by  men 
or  very  soon  thereafter. .  He  did  not  confront  Loomis  or  report  the  incident  at  the-  time,  but 
made  sure  Loomis  was  hot  around  children  and  never  returned  to  the  parish  or  school  as  a 
seminarian after  that. 

He  did  hot  recall  Richard  Loomis  teaching  a  bible  course  at  Corpus  Christi  Parish  during 
the  summer  of  1974 or  at  any  other  time. 

He  subsequently  had  fairly  regular  contact  with  Msgr.  Richard  Loomis  when  he  f EDACTED 
redacted was  ^gg^j  to  ^e  Archdiocesaja  Catholic  Center  in  Los  Angeles  for  eight  years 
and  Msgr.  Loomis  was  Vicar/  for  Clergy  there.  He  did  not  have  any  personal  issues  with 
Msgr.  Loomis  during  that  time. 

He  mentioned  the  incident  involving  Richard  Loomis 

^REDACTED 

to  someone 

about  a  year  ago  and  thai  person  suggested  he  call.Msgr.  Craig  Cox  about  it,  which  he  did 
recently  after  noticing  in  an  internal  communication  to  all  priests  mat  Msgr.  Richard 
Loomis  was  named  as  a  defendant  in  a  child  sexual  abuse  lawsuit  filed  against  the 
Archdiocese.  Msgr.  Cox  told  him  he  would  refer  this  matter  tcREDACTED  the 
head  of  the  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board  for  the  Archdiocese,  and  someone  would 
.  be  in  touch  with  him  concerning  the  matter. 
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PRIVILEGED  <fi  CONFIDENTIAL 

.  He  was  friendly  with  th(^DAC^EDfi»inily  and  still  has  periodic  contact  with  iREDACTED 
REDACTED       nowiiives  inREDACTED  He  has  never  brought  up  the  groping  incident 
involving  Richard,  Loornis  withREDACTEDandREDACTED  has  never  mentioned  it  to  him. 

REDACTED  ,    ..REDACTED  _^      « REDACTED  ,  •  it. 

agreed  a  request  to  call KtUAO' tu        .  explain  the 

nature  of  the  investigation  of  Msgr,  Lbomis  resulting  from  the  lawsuit  filed  against  him 
and  die  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles  for  alleged  sexual  abuse  of  a  minor,  and  ask  him  if 
he  would  be  willing  to  telephonieaUy  discuss  with  Canonical  Auditor  redacted  the 
details  of  the  incident  involving  Richard  Loomis  reportedly  gropinc  him  in  a  swimining 
pool  in  approximately  1974.  redacted    readily  agreed  to  CalREDACTED  nd 
breach  this  subject  with  him  for  .the  purpose  of  setting  the  stage  for  ;REDACTEDto 
telephonically  contact  and  interview  him  concerning  that  matter. 
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REDACTED 

December  23, 2003 


His  Eminence 
Cardinal  Roger  M.  Mahony 
Archbishop  of  Los  Angeles 
3424  Wilsbire  Boulevard 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90010-2202 

Dear  Cardinal  Mahony: 

I  have  your  letter  of  December  23, 2003  in  which  you  ask  me  to  head  a  special,  totally 
independent  investigation  of  the  allegations  against  Monsignor  Richard  Loomis  in  my 
capacity  as  REDACTED  ^e  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board. 

I  am  pleased  to  accept  this  assignment  under  the  terms  set  forth  in  your  letter  and  assure 
you  that  I  will  do  my  best  to  conduct  a  full  and  fair  investigation  of  the  facts  and 
circumstances  surrounding  the  allegations  against  Monsignor  Loomis.  I  will  employ  the 
services  of  an  experienced  independent  investigator  to  assist  me  in  the  investigation  and 
may  call  upon  members  of  the  Oversight  Board  and  others  for  help.  I  will  contact  Father 
REDACTED  to  arrange  for  appointment  of  the  investigator  as  a  Canonical 

Auditor  once  he  has  been  retained. 

I  realize  that  this  is  an  important  assignment  and  I  appreciate  the  confidence  you  have 
placed  in  me.  It  is  my  objective  to  obtain  all  of  the  facts  of  what  allegedly  happened  and 
report  them  directly  to  you  and  the  Oversight  Board. 

The  holidays  are  upon  us  and  it  may  take  a  few  days  to  make  contact  with  an  appropriate 
investigator  and  get  the  investigation  rolling.  Please  be  assured  that  I  will  act  as  promptly 
as  I  can  under  the  circumstances. 

I  wish  you  a  holy  and  blessed  Christmas. 


Sincerely, 
REDACTED 


REDACTED 
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3424 

Wllshire 

Boulevard 


Los  Angeles 

California 
900 1 0-2202 


REDACTED 


December  23, 2003 


REDACTED 
REDACTED 

Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board 
116  North  Palmas  Avenue 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90004 

DearREDACTED 


You  are  aware  of  the  recent  allegations  against  Monsignor  Richard  Loomis  made  in  a 
lawsuit  filed  last  week.  As  you  would  understand,  this  is  a  matter  of  grave  concern  to  me 
and  to  the  Archdiocese. 

Because  Monsignor  Loomis  has  held  sensitive  positions  within  the  Archdiocese,  I  do  not 
believe  that  we  can  conduct  the  investigation  of  these  allegations  in  the  normal  course. 

I  would  therefore  ask  that  in  your  capacity  asREDACTED   the  Clergy  Misconduct 
Oversight  Board,  you  head  a  special,  totally  independent  investigation  of  the  allegations 
against  Monsignor  Loomis,  and  report  your  findings  and  recommendations  to  me  directly 
and  to  the  Oversight  Board.  I  desire  a  full  investigation  that  will  obtain  all  of  the  facts, 
regardless  where  they  may  lead. 

In  your  capacity  as  the  head  of  this  investigation  team,  the  Archdiocese  will  reimburse 
you  for  reasonable  expenses  including  the  expense  of  an  independent  investigator  of  your 
choosing.  It  would  be  helpful  to  have  that  investigator  appointed  a  Canonical  Auditor  in 
order  to  assist  with  the  parallel  Canonical  investigation  that  is  required  by  the  Charter  and 
Essential  Norms.  As  soon  as  you  have  named  the  investigator,  please  contact  me  and 
REDACTED  ,  so  that  this  Canonical  appointment  can  be  made. 

I  will  also  instruct  all  personnel  and  representatives  of  the  Archdiocese  to  give  you  their 
full  cooperation  in  this  extremely  important  matter. 

I  am  also  asking  Father  redacted to  open  the  proper  Canonical  investigation  at  the  same 
time  so  that  Monsignor  Loomis'  canonical  rights  will  be  fully  protected  throughout  the 
investigation. 


Pastoral  Regions:     Our  Lady  of  the  Angels     San  Fernando     San  Gabriel     San  Pedro     Santa  Barbara 
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Thanking  you  for  your  continued,  service  to  the  Church  and  to  the  Archdiocese  of  Los 
Angeles,  I  am 


is  Eminence 
Cardinal  Roger  M.  Maaony 
Archbishop  of  Los  Angeles 


'Mir*  

Maaony 


Rev  REDACTED 
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REDACTED  TELECOPIER 

r  o  onrv.  REDACTED 

January  2,  2004 


REDACTED 


Re:     Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 

>T  ,  .     REDACTED  ,  „ 

Named  in  et  al  v.  Defendant  Doe  1,  et  al. 

Los  Angeles  Superior  Court  Case  No,  REDACTED 

DearREDACTED 

I  am  writing  in  my  capacity  as  Chairman  of  the  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board 
("Board")  of  the  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles.  The  Board  was  established  by  Cardinal 
Roger  M.  Maaony  in  June,  2002  and  is  an  independent  advisory  board  that  makes 
recommendations  directly  to  the  Cardinal  concerning  cases  in  which  clerics  are  accused 
of  sexual  misconduct.  I  and  the  other  members  of  the  Board  are  vitally  interested  in 
making  sure  that  priests  who  have  molested  children  are  not  allowed  to  continue  in 
ministry. 

You  are  counsel  foiREDACTED  who  is  named  as  a  plaintiff  in  the  above  case  which 
was  filed  in  the  Los  Angeles  Superior  Court  on  December  17,  2003.  Monsignor  Richard 
A.  Loomis,  who  served  as  Vicar  for  Clergy  in  the  Archdiocese  in  the  late  1990's,  is 
alleged  in  the  complaint  to  be  a  person  who  routinely  molested  children,  and,  in 
particular,  plaintiff  REDACTED      while  serving  as  a  teacher  at  Pater  Noster  High 
School. 

On  December  23,  2003,  Cardinal  Mahony  asked  me  in  my  capacity  as  Chairman  of  the 
Board  to  head  a  special,  totally  independent  investigation  of  the  allegations  that  have 
been  made  against  Monsignor  Loomis.  I  have  agreed  to  undertake  this  assignment  and 
have  retained  the  services  of  REDACTED  a  retired  FBI  agent  and  licensed  private 
investigator  (No.  REDACTED)j  to  assist  me. 

I  have  not  interviewed  Monsignor  Loomis  as  yet  but  it  is  my  understanding  that  he  does 
not  recall  REDACTED    m$  (jenies  any  sexual  misconduct  with  any  student  at  Pater 
Noster  or  elsewhere. 

My  investigation  is  not  a  part  of  the  litigation  involvingREDACTED    md  the 
Archdiocese.  I  and  the  Board  are  vitally  interested  in  obtaining  information  concerning 
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the  facts  of  the  charges  against  Monsignor  Loomis  so  that  we  can  determine  whether  he 
should  be  removed  from  ministry  at  this  time. 

The  purpose  of  this  letter  to  is  inform  you  of  my  assignment,  to  arrange  for  obtaining 
whatever  information  you  have  concerning  the  allegations  against  Monsignor  Loomis, 
and  to  arrange  for  an  interview  withREDACTED     I  cannot  conduct  a  meaningful 
investigation  without  knowing  the  details  of  the  allegations  which  form  the  basis  of  his 
complaint.  Your  cooperation  in  this  regard  is  essential.  I  am  willing  to  abide  by  any 
reasonable  conditions  you  wish  to  place  upon  the  interview  withREDACTED    ,  such  as 
the  location  of  the  interview,  who  will  be  present,  etc. 

I  know  that  this  is  a  busy  time  for  you.  However,  it  is  very  important  that  I  and  the  Board 
move  on  this  matter  promptly.  I  would  appreciate  it  if  you  would  contact  me  at  your 
earliest  convenience.  I  can  be  reached  at  the  above  telephone  and  fax  numbers  or  through 
the  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board  offices  on  Tuesdays,  Wednesdays  and  Thursdays 
at  REDACTED       My  personal  e-mail  address  isREDACTED 

Thank  you. 

Sincerely, 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 
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3414 

Wllshlre 

Boulevard 


Los  Angeles 

CailfomUt 

90010-2241 


Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 


CLERGY  MISCONDUCT  OVERSIGHT  BOARD 


December  29,  2003 


REDACTED 


Re:     Investigation,  of  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 
DearREDACTED 

I'm  writing  to  you  in  my  capacity  as  Chairman  of  the  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight 
Board  of  the  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles.  The  Board  was  established  by  Cardinal  Roger 
Mahony  in  June,  2002  and  is  an  independent  advisory  board  that  makes 
recommendations  directly  to  the  Cardinal  concerning  cases  in  which  clerics  are  accused 
of  sexual  misconduct. 

On  December  23,  2003,  Cardinal  Mahony  asked  me  in  my  capacity  as  REDACTED 
Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board  to  head  a  special,  totally  independent  investigation 
of  the  allegations  that  have  been  made  against  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis.  I'm 
enclosing  a  copy  of  his  letter  and  a  copy  of  my  letter  accepting  this  assignment. 

Your  name  was  provided  to  me  by  REDACT  ED  a  member  of  the  Board,  as  an 
experienced  former  FBI  Agent  who  is  now  working  as  a  licensed  private  investigator 
specializing  in  business  and  civil  litigation  related  investigations.  I  called  you  on 
December  24th  and  we  agreed  to  meet  shortly  after  the  Christmas  holiday. 

Thank  you  for  your  letter  of  December  24th  setting  out  your  background  and  experience 
and  terms  and  conditions  of  employment.  I  appreciate  your  willingness  to  accept  this 
assignment  for  a  fee  of  $100  per  hour,  plus  expenses  as  set  forth  in  your  letter. 

I  wish  to  retain  you  to  perform  confidential  investigative  services  as  a  licensed  private 
investigator  on  the  terms  and  conditions  set  forth  in  your  letter  of  December  24, 2003  to 
conduct  a  thorough,  complete  and  totally  independent  investigation  of  the  allegations  that 
have  been  made  against  Monsignor  Loomis  in  the  case  of  REDACTED   et  ^  V- 
Defendant  Doe  1,  et  al.,  Los  Angeles  Superior  Court  Case  No. REDACTED  filed  on 
December  17, 2003.  A  copy  of  the  complaint  is  enclosed. 
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redacted.  Investigations 
December  29,  2003 
Page  2 


As  stated  in  the  Cardinal's  letter,  it  would  be  helpful  to  have  you  appointed  as  a 
Canonical  Auditor  in  order  to  assist  with  the  parallel  Canonical  investigation  that  is 
required  by  the  Charter  and  Essential  Norms.  Please  contact  Father  REDACTED 
REDACTED  to  arrange  for  your  appointment. 

If  the  above  is  satisfactory,  please  indicate  your  acceptance  below  and  return  a  copy  of 
this  letter  to  me. 

I  look  forward  to  working  with  you  on  this  important  matter. 


Sincerely, 
REDACTED 


Chair 

REDACTED 

Enclosures 


I  accept  the  appointment  on  the  terms  and 
conditions  set  forth  above 


REDACTED    _       A.  . 

Investigations 

REDACTED 
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REDACTED  TELECOPIER 

t  '  i<  orvu  REDACTED 
January  16, 2004 


REDACTED 


Re:     Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 

Named  jnREDACTED  et  ai  v.  Defendant  Doe  1 ,  et  al. 
Los  Angeles  Superior  Court  Case  No.  REDACTED 

DearMrREDACTED 

This  is  a  follow-up  to  my  letter  of  January  2, 2004,  a  copy  of  which  is  enclosed. 

The  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board  considered  the  case  of  Msgr.  Richard  A. 
Loomis  at  out  meeting  on  January  14th  but  was  unable  to  effectively  evaluate  his  case  or 
take  any  action  because  we  have  no  credible  information  upon  which  to  base  a  decision. 
The  only  ir^j^f |jpn  we  nave  *s  me  unverified  complaint  filed  in  the  Superior  Court  on 
December  and  the  very  general  allegations  contained  therein  which  allege  that 

Msgr.  Loomis  is  a  person  who  routinely  molested  children,  and,  in  particular,  plaintiff 
REDACTED  wm^e  serving  as  a  teacher  at  Pater  Noster  High  School. 

As  I  stated  in  my  letter  of  January  2nd,  the  Board  and  I  are  vitally  interested  in  obtaining 
information  concerning  the  facts  of  the  charges  against  Monsignor  Loomis  so  that  we  can 
determine  whether  he  should  be  removed  from  ministry  at  this  time. 

I  renew  my  request  for  an  interview  withREDACTED    under  any  reasonable  conditions 
you  wish  to  place  upon  the  interview.  I  also  request  that  you  provide  me  with  more 
specific  information  about  the  charges  against  him  so  that  we  can  conduct  a  meaningful 
investigation. 

Please  contact  me  immediately  so  that  we  can  discuss  the  case  and  make  arrangements 
for  an  interview.  Thank  you. 

Sincerely, 


REDACTED 

REDACTED 
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Cox,  fl/Isgr.  Craig  A. 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


REDACTED 

Tnoerlov/  Fohrnary  17  2004  9:25  AM 

REDACTED  y 

important  Message  * 
REDACTED 


■•REDACTED 


MEMORANDUM 


TO: 
FROM: 


REDACTED 

REDACTED 

REDACTED 

REDACTED 
REDACTED 

REDACTED 


REDACTED 

REDACTED 


DATE: 


February  17, 2004 


As  you  know  from  news  reports,  many  lawsuits  were  filed  in  the  month  of  December  that  allege  sexual 
abuse  of  minors  by  priests,  brothers,  nuns  and  laypersons  working  for  the  Church. 

You  may  have  read  that  Reverend  Monsignor  Richard  Loomis  has  been  placed  on  an  administrative 
leave.  This  news  is  particularly  difficult  for  us  here  at  the  ACC  since  Monsignor  Loomis  was  for  many 
years  part  of  this  family. 

We  will  continue  to  keep  you  informed  of  developments.  We  ask  you  to  please  pray  for  everyone 
involved  -  people  who  have  been  harmed  by  sexual  abuse,  for  Monsignor  Loomis  and  for  all  priests,  and 
for  those  conducting  the  investigations. 

May  the  Lord  continue  to  pour  out  his  blessings  upon  our  family  here  at  the  ACC. 
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Msgr.  (Richard 'JL.  Loomis 


REDACTED 


My  12,  2004 


Cardinal  Roger  M.  Mahony 
Archbishop  of  Los  Angeles 
3424  Wilshire  Boulevard 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90010 


Your  Eminence, 

I  have  the  opportunity  to  spend  some  time  at  Saint  Andrew's  Abbey.  A  staff  member  at 
the  Abbey  has  asked  me  to  rewrite  some  of  their  employee  manuals.  While  at  the  Abbey, 
I  would  like  to  concelebrate  Mass.  RedactecRedactedj^  eXpresse(j  j^g  willingness  to  have 
me  concelebrate. 

Although  I  have  never  received  notice  from  the  Archdiocese  that  I  have  been  barred  from 
priestly  ministry  nor  that  my  faculties  have  been  revoked  and  so  presume  that  I  would  be 
able  to  concelebrate,  I  nonetheless  do  not  wish  to  do  so  without  your  knowledge  and 
consent  to  avoid  any  misunderstanding  for  the  sake  of  the  monastery. 

I  look  forward  to  hearing  from  you. 


PAX! 


Reverend  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 
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Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 


Office  of 
Vicar  for  Clergy 
(213)637-7284 


3424 

Wilshlre 

Boulevard 


Los  Angeles 

California 

90010-2241 


July  17,  2004 


Monsignor  Richard  A.^Loomis  j 
REDACTED 


Dear  Monsignor  Loomis: 

After  receiving  your  letter  of  July  12,  2004, 1  spoke  with  Cardinal  Roger  Mahony.  He  reaffirmed 
our  policy  that  while  on  administrative  leave  priests  are  not  to  engage  in  any  public  ministry  or 
public  liturgical  celebration.  All  of  the  priests  on  administrative  leave  abide  by  this. 

As  you  know,  exceptions  can  be  made  for  extraordinary  circumstances,  such  as  the  Funeral  Mass 
at  which  you  concelebrated  in  Arizona. 

Since  the  chapel  at  St.  Andrew's  Abbey  is  open  to  the  public  and  people  do  come  there  from  all 
over  the  Archdiocese,  the  Cardinal  asks  that  you  not  concelebrate  at  the  daily  community  Mass. 
If  groups  of  the  monks  celebrate  Eucharist  at  other  times  in  private  settings  without  the  presence 
of  outside  guests,  you  are  free  to  concelebrate  with  them. 

The  Cardinal  is  hopeful  that  you  will  understand  our  need  to  maintain  uniformity  with  our  policy, 
and  he  assures  you  of  his  continued  prayer. 

Your  brother  in  Christ, 


252557 
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Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 


Office  of 
Vicar  for  Clergy 
(213)  S37-7284 


3424 

Wllshlre 

Boulevard 


Los  Angeles 

California 

90010-2202 


September  15,  2004 


Reverend  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 

c/o  SS.  Felicitas  and  Perpetua  Catholic  Church 

1 190  Palomar  Road 

San  Marino,  CA  91108-2224 

Dear  Monsignor  Loomis : 

Last  spring,  in  March  and  again  in  May,  we  offered  a  day  of  recollection  for  priests  on 
administrative  leave  and  those  who,  while  still  in  ministry,  have  been  accused  publicly.  Father 
redacted  helped  facilitate  both  of  those  days,  for  which  I  am  most  grateful. 


We  have  scheduled  another  day  of  recollection  for  the  same  group.  It  is  my  pleasure  to  invite 
you  to  the  Cardinal  Timothy  Manning  House  of  Prayer  on  Wednesday,  September  29,  2004, 
the  Feast  of  the  Archangels.  Father  Redacted    will  help  facilitate  the  day. 

As  with  the  first  two  days,  the  intent  is  to  provide  a  reflective,  peaceful  time,  with  some  simple 
input,  some  time  of  silence,  and  an  opportunity  for  you  to  connect  with  one  another.  If  you  have 
any  suggestions  for  the  day,  FatherREDACTCD  and  I  would  welcome  them. 

The  day  will  begin  at  10:00  a.m.  and  end  with  dinner.  You  are  welcome  to  arrive  at  the 
Manning  House  the  evening  before  and  stay  the  night  if  you  wish,  or  to  stay  Wednesday  night 
after  the  day  of  recollection  formally  concludes . 

If  you  wish  to  take  part  in  this  day  of  prayer,  please  inform  REDACJED  redacted  or  myself  at 
REDACTED  if  yOU  wish  to  spend  the  night  at  Manning  House,  please  inform  one  of  the  staff 

there  directly  at  (REDACTED 

Peace  be  with  you! 

Your  brother  in  Christ, 
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Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 


REDACTED 


Office  of 
Vicar  for  Clersy 


3424 

W«5hire 

Boulevard 


Los  Angeles 

California 

90010-2202 


December  13,  2004 


Personal  and  Confidential 


Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 

c/o  Sts.  Felicitas  and  Perpetua  Parish 

1190  PalomarRoad 

San  Marino,  CA  91 108-2283 


Dear  Monsignor  Loomis: 

Please  know  that  you  continue  to  be  in  my  prayers  during  this  very  difficult  time.  It  is  times  like 
these  we  know  the  wisdom  of  St.  Paul  when  he  experienced  his  powerlessness  but  found  the 
grace  of  God  in  his  weakness  (2  Corinthians  12:9-10).  So  may  the  grace  of  Christ  fill  you  and 
strengthen  you  in  this  time  of  trial. 

As  you  know,  we  are  endeavoring  to  reach  equitable  settlements  to  the  many  lawsuits  filed 
against  the  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles.  As  you  may  not  know,  as  part  of  the  settlement  process 
in  southern  California,  the  judge  has  required  that  the  Archdiocese  as  well  (as  other  dioceses  and 
religious  orders)  prepare  "proffers"  or  summaries  of  the  contents  of  most  of  the  accused  priests' 
clergy  and  confidential  files.  The  Archdiocese  recently  completed  the  process  of  having  the 
proffers  it  prepared  reviewed  and  verified  by  the  judge. 

Cardinal  Mahony  is  now  consulting  with  his  advisors,  especially  our  Presbyteral  Council,  on  the 
wisdom  of  making  these  proffers  available  for  review  by  our  Catholic  people.  Currently,  it  is  his 
intent  to  proceed  with  making  this  information  available  in  some  form,  especially  since  some 
victims  have  indicated  that  the  release  of  this  kind  of  information  can  be  helpful  to  their  healing 
process.  Release  of  such  information  also  responds  to  the  call  from  so  many  of  our  Catholic 
people  for  greater  openness  about  how  complaints  of  sexual  misconduct  with  minors  have  been 
handled.  Thus,  our  sense  is  that  there  will  be  great  value  in  taking  the  initiative  now  to  release 
these  documents  ourselves,  allowing  us  to  do  so  in  a  constructive  context  and  with  appropriate 
explanation. 

The  Cardinal  has  asked  that  I  write  to  each  person  for  whom  we  have  prepared  proffers  and  to 
enclose  for  your  review  a  copy  of  the  proffer  related  to  you.  As  you  can  see,  for  the  most  part  the 
proffer  includes  information  on  your  dates  of  birth  and  ordination  as  well  as  your  assignment 
history.  When  applicable,  the  proffer  also  includes  information  on  when  any  kind  of  sexual 
misconduct  was  reported  to  Archdiocesan  authorities.  This  relates  to  the  critical  legal  question 
of  "notice."  It  also  sketches  the  actions  taken  by  officials  of  the  Archdiocese  in  response  to  any 


complaints. 


252539 
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Letter  to  Priest  Regarding  Proffers 
Page  2  of  2 


Out  of  respect  for  your  rights,  the  Cardinal  did  not  want  to  release  this  proffer  without  first 
communicating  our  thinking  to  you  and  allowing  you  to  review  the  proffer.  Certainly,  if  any  of 
the  information  in  our  files  is  erroneous,  we  would  very  much  appreciate  receiving  corrected 
information  from  you. 

Also,  if  you  have  any  comments  or  questions,  please  feel  free  to  phone^DACTED 
one  of  the  attorneys  most  familiar  with  the  proffers,  at  R  E  DACTE  D  .  You  are  also  welcome  to 
phone  me  on  December  20, 21 ,  or  22  at  Redacted        j  ^  no\  available  from  December  14- 
19  due  to  duties  that  take  me  outside  the  Archdiocese. 

Again,  please  know  that  you  are  in  my  prayers,  especially  during  this  Advent  season  of  hope. 
May  these  wonderful  days  of  the  liturgical  year  be  a  time  of  healing  and  renewal  for  us  all! 

Yours  in  Christ, 


MonsignoitCraig  A.  Cox,  J.C 
Vicar  for  Clergy 


enclosure 
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PROFFER  RE  MONSIGNOR  RICHARD  A.  LOOMIS 


Date  1 

8/2/46 

Bom  in  San  Antonio,  Texas, 

5/29/76 

Ordained 

6/21/76 

Associate  Pastor  at  Holy  Family  Church,  Glendale. 

7/10/79 

Teaching  position  at  Bishop  Montgomery  High  School,  Torrance. 

7/10/79 

In  residence  at  St.  John  Fisher  Church,  Rancho  Palos  Verdes,  with 
faculties  of  an  Associate. 

7/1/80 

Principal  at  Mary  Star  of  the  Sea  High  School,  San  Pedro. 

7/1/80 

In  residence  at  Mary  Star  of  the  Sea  Catholic  Church,  San  Pedro. 

8/1/84 

Principal  at  Daniel  Murphy  High  School,  Los  Angeles. ; 

8/1/84 

In  residence  at  St.  Brendan  Church,  Los  Angeles. 

7/6/88 

Associate  Pastor  at  St.  Genevieve  Church,  Van  Nuys. 

4/15/90 

Pastor  at  St.  Anthony  Church,  Oxnard. 

7/1/95 

Appointed  Vicar  for  Clergy-Elect 

7/1/95 

In  residence  at  St.  Charles  Church,  North  Hollywood. 

1/1/96 

Appointed  Vicar  for  Clergy  for  five-year  term. 

12/3/01 

Appointed  canonical  investigator  for  eases  involving  complaints  of 
sexual  misconduct  lodged  against  Archdiocese  priests/deacons. 

4/16/02 

Secretariat  Director  for  Administrative  Services,  Los  Angeles.' 

1/3/03 

Administrator  Pro  Tern  at  St.  Jerome's  Parish,  Los  Angeles. 

7/1/03 

Pastor  at  Saints  Felicitas  and  Perpetua  Parish,  San  Marino. 

12/17/03 

Memo  from  Vicar  for  Clergy  to  File  of  interview  of  Loomis  re 
lawsuit  filed  by  adult  male  REDACTED.  The  lawsuit  alleges  sexual 
abuse  from  approximately  1968-70,  while  Loomis  was  teaching  at 
Pater  Noster  High  School. 

2/3/04 

Investigator  interviews  a  priest  who  told  the  investigator  of  a 
parental  report  to  him  in  1974.  The  Archdiocese  will  not  contend 
that  it  lacked  notice  of  Loomis' s  possible  sexual  interest  toward 
minors  following  this  report  in  2004.  However,  the  priest  was  the 
associate  pastor  of  the  parish  when  he  received  the  parental  report 
of  misconduct  by  Loomis  with  a  minor  in  1974.  Incident  was  not 
reported  to  anyone  until  2004. 

2/6/04 

Investigator  interviewed  the  boy  (now  adult)  who  confirmed  the 
incident  reported  by  his  parents  in  1974. 

2/13/04 

Investigator  interviewed  a  priest  who  stated  that  in  approximately 
1994  the  wife  0f REDACTED  told  him  that  Loomis  had  done  something  of 
a  sexual  nature  to™™  .  when  he  was  in  high  school.  Subsequently 
redacted  told  him  ^  Lo0mis  had  fondled  him  in  high  school. 
Incident  was  not  reported  to  anyone  until  2004. 

2/13/04 

Ltr  from  Loomis  to  Archbishop  requesting  a  leave  of  absence  from 
active  ministry. 
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2/13/04      Ltr  from  Vicar  for  Clergy  to  Loomis  acknowledging  mutual 

decision  that  it  was  appropriate  to  place  him  on  a  leave  of  absence. 
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CH  FOR  YOUR 
trtfORMATION 


REDACTED  3424  Los  Angeles 

Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles  Wllshire  California 

Boulevard  90010-2241 


June  16, 2005 


Rev.  Msgr.  Richard  A.  Loomis 
REDACTED 


Dear  Monsignor  Loomis: 

In  response  to  your  letter  of  13  May,  I  have  made  inquiry  from  our  litigation  counsel  in  the 
Clergy  I  Cases.  I  am  advised  that  they  informedREDACTED  of  the  allegations  of  the 
complaint  filed  by  (REDACTED  Case  No.  BCREDACTED,  shortly  after  it  was  filed  on 
December  1 7,  2003.  In  fact,  the  Vicar  for  Clergy  presented  the  allegations  to  you  on 
December  1 8,  2003  at  a  meeting.  There  are  no  other  allegations  against  you  pending  in 
Clergy  Cases  I. 

Your  P  file  plus  the  proffer  were  delivered  to  the  case  website  pursuant  to  the  proffer 
protocol  on  December  6, 2004.  We  delivered  a  copy  of  the  P  and  C  files  and  the  proffer  to 
REDACTED  0n  January  26,  2005.  The  C  file  and  the  proffer  included  reports  0fREDACTCD 
redacted  redacted      .andREDACTED      .  The  REDACTED  andREDACTED 
allegations  were  discussed  with  you  on  February  12, 2004  when  you  were  interviewed  by 
the  canonical  auditor  REDACTED  •  and  you  provided  the  Archdiocese  with  your  comments. 
On  February  17,  2004  Msgr.  Cox  providedREDACTED  with  materials  related  to  the  charges 
against  you.  In  sum  you  were  provided  with  the  substance  of  the  allegations  long  before 
the  files  and  proffers  were  presented  to  the  court. 

,     .     .  REDACTED 

Out  attornevs  advise  us  thatREDACTED 

pEDACTED)JED 

REDACTED 


If  you  would  like  to  make  changes  in  the  wording  of  your  proffer  before  it  is  released 
publicly,  it  is  not  too  late  to  suggest  them.  Generally,  however,  the  attorneys  have 
footnoted  the  proffers  with  clarifying  information  from  the  priests  as  opposed  to  changing 
them.  If  something  is  unclear  or  incorrect,  they  would  be  open  to  fixing  it. 


252S17 
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To  the  extent  there  was  a  delay  in  providing  you  with  the  files  it  was  because  your  case  was 
actively  under  canonical  investigation  at  the  time.  Please  be  assured  that  the  Archdiocese 
has  carefully  and  assiduously  investigated  the  allegations  against  you  to  obtain  all 
information  relevant  to  a  proper  evaluation. 


REDACTED 


Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 
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October  8, 2007 

Fr  REDACTED 
REDACTED 

Saints  Felicitas  and  Perpetua  Church 

1190  PalomarRoad 

San  Marino,  CA  91108-2224 


Dear  Fame- 


REDACTED 


As  a  redacted  0f  the  Safeguard  the  Children  Committee  here  at  Saints  Felicitas  and 
Perpetua  Parish,  I  wish  to  address  the  recent  anonymous  letter  that  1  was  copied  or i  along 
^REDACTED        _         ,  our  Principal  REDACTED  ,  my  fellow  Redacted  on 

the  Safeguard  the  Children  Committee,  and  yourself. 

As  an  active  parishioner,  I  have  heard  much  discussion  and  concern  from  fellow 
parishioners  and  school  parents  over  the  past  few  years  about  the  current  situation 
regarding  our  pastor,  Fr.  Loomis,  and  his  being  named  in  the  sexual  abuse  scandal. 
Primarily,  these  concerns  are  about  his  presence  on  parish  grounds  while  he  is  on  leave  as 
this  situation  is  being  resolved. 

In  the  Safeguard  the  Children  Committee  meeting  last  Spring,  the  Committee  was  told  by 
both  you  ancf  DACTE°5EDACTED  that  Fr.  Loomis  comes  only  to  get  his  mail.  Until  there  is 
closure  with  regard  to  Fr.  Loomis 's  current  situation,  and  to  avoid  further  confusion  and 
concern  regarding  Fr,  Loomis's  visits  to  parish  grounds,  I  am.  reeomw.ersdi.ng  that  the 
parish  pay  for  a  Post  Office  Box  for  Fr.  Loomis  to  receive  his  mail  at  a  location  of 
convenience  to  his  current  residence.  This  will  ensure  that  Fr.  Loomis  receives  his  mail 
at  Ms  convenience,  yet  keeps  confusion  and  concerns  of  the  parishioners  and  school 
families  seeing  Fr.  Loomis  on  parish  grounds  and  in  the  surrounding  neighborhood  while 
his  situation  is  being  resolved. 

Thank  you  for  your  time  and  attention  to  this  matter. 

Siaeerely,  r\ 
REDACTED 


Co-Chair,  Safeguard  the  Children  Committee 
Saints  Felicitas  and  Perpetua  Parish 


Co:  Mrs,  REDACTED      ~  zDACTED 
Sister  REDACTED 
Mrs.REDACTED 
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SS.  FELICITAS  &  PERPETUA  CHURCH 

Facsimile  Transmittal  Sheet 

to:      Msgr.  Gabriel  Gonzales  FAX:  213-637-6289 

From:  ^REDACTED 

Number  of  Page*  pncludfng  cwwj:  2 
Date:    1 0/9/2007 
Re-  Letter 


1  was  presented  with,  the  attached  letter  at  ow  Safeguard  the  Children  Committee  Meeting 
last  Bight  The  Committee  discussed  the  letter  and  suggested  that  Msgr.  Loomis*  mail  be 
ftrtwarded  to  a  Post  Office  Box  of  Ms  choosing. 

I  told  the  committee  that  I  had  no  authority  to  act  on  this  matter  and  that  I  would  forward 
their  suggestion  to  your  office  for  your  consideration. 

I  look  forward  to  hearing  from  you. 


REDACTED 


253882 
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Memo  to  File 


November  10,  2007 

I  spoke  around  October  1 1  with  REDACTED  .  the  Pastoral  Associate  at 

SS .  Felicitas  and  Perpetua.  FatherREDACTED  was  away.  I  told  her  that  we  could  not 
prohibit  Monsignor  Loomis  from  gathering  his  mail.  I  asked  her  to  convey  this  to  Father 
REDACTED 


G.  Gonzales 


MOH-sigi/vor  'Richard  A.  LoomXs 
sa'mts  FelicitAs  av^d  Vtrfttua  Parish 
REDACTED 


September  23,  2008 

Cardinal  Roger  M.  Mahony 
Archbishop  of  Los  Angeles 
555  West  Temple  Street 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90012 

Your  Eminence, 

I  write  to  express  to  you  ray  desire  and  intent  to  remain  as  pastor  of  Saints  Felicitas  and 
Perpetua  Parish  for  a  second  six-year  term  after  my  initial  term  there  ends  in  July  of  2009 
in  accordance  with  the  custom  of  the  Archdiocese.  I  am  encouraged  in  expressing  this 
intention  upon  hearing  that,  in  answer  to  a  query  of  a  staff  member  of  Saints  Felicitas  and 
Perpetua  at  an  Archdiocesan  finance  meeting,  not  long  ago,  you  told  her  that  I  could 
return  to  the  parish  if  the  result  of  the  canonical  trial  is  favorable  to  me. 

I  recall  that  shortly  after  being  placed  on  administrative  leave  I  wrote  to  you  to  assure  you 
that  I  am  innocent  of  the  allegations  brought  against  me  and,  hoping  in  the  Lord  that  this 
truth  would  somehow  ultimately  be  ascertained,  I  also  expressed  my  desire  to  return  to 
my  ministry.  The  priesthood  has  been  and  is  my  life  and  I  can  honestly  say  to  you  that  I 
have  never  dishonored  it.  The  trust  and  confidence  you  once  had  in  me  was  not 
misplaced. 

It  is  now  almost  five  years  since  the  devastating  blow  of  the  accusations  came  upon  me. 
It  is  impossible  to  describe  the  psychological  state  I  was  thrown  into  on  hearing  myself 
being  accused  of  things  I  could  never  even  contemplate  doing  and  the  helplessness  and 
frustration  of  not  knowing  how,  why  and  from  where  these  accusations  were  coming 
when  I  knew  that  they  are  not  true. 

Over  these  five  years  I  have  become  more  hopeful  that  the  truth  of  my  innocence  will  be 
manifested  in  the  decision  of  the  canonical  trial,  not  only  for  my  sake  but  for  the  sake  of 
the  priesthood,  the  archdiocese  and  all  the  faithful  whom  I  have  served.  May  it  be  so. 


cc:      Monsignor  Gabriel  Gonzales 
REDACTED 


KECEIVBD 
SEP  2  5  2008 

;3Y:  


253869 


PRIVILEGED  4c-  CONFIDENTIAL 

■  .REDACTED 

Public  Records  Database  Search  Results 

REDACTED 

An  expanded  California  public  records  database  search  on  ^REDACTED 
disclosed  the  following  infrmmtioja  that  qfrm  to  be  identtfiabk  with  theKbUAU  bD 
redacted in qUestion;  '.' 

•    Identifying Dotal 

,        '  3E0ACTED 

■:  REDACTED  '  was  bom  o£EDACTED  .  D^T^kktoUxfn"Jk 
y^s.ofage.  Hewas  issued  Social  Security  Number  while* 
resident  of  the  Stat?  of  California. 

RF       •        .  REDACTED 
REDACTED  ^as  issued  Califoma  driver's  license  oumbei 

*•    Address  His^  <n<™d  on  cr*Mi  bureau  inquiries  an  subfctt): 
REDACTED 


Pniniihle  Relatives! 
— —      ■    :  REDACTED 

Name'; 
AKA: 
DOB; 
SSN:  . 
Addresses: 


RCALA  005966 


REDACTED 


Name:  ■ 
DOB: 
SSN:  ": 
Addresses; 


Name: 
DOB: 
SSN:  ' 
Address; 


'Name:  • 
DOB: 
SSN: 
.  Address: 


Nqme: 
DOB: 
SSN: 
Address: 


Naine: 
DOB: 
SSN;  • 
Address: 


Bankruptcy,  U^n  A  Jiftyment  Filings  • 

.     Filing.  No,:  REDACTED 
Document  Type: 
Filing  Date; 
Debtor: 
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REDACTED 

'  PRIVILEGED  &  CONFIDENTIAL 

REDACTED 

Additional  Debtor: 
Court: 


Filing  No.: 
Document  Type: 
Judgment  Date: 
Amount: 
Defendant: 


■Court:. 
Plaintiff: 


;  Filing  No.!  '  .' 

Document  Typ$: 
'  Filing  Date: 
Defendant:  " 
Additidaalt>efts: 


Court: 

Beneficiary:  , 
..Trust  Deed: 

Filing  No.: 
Document  Type: 
Filing  Date: 
Assets  Available: 
Debtor: 

Additional  Debtoi 

Attorney: 


'  Trustee:  . 


Court: 


RCALA  005968 


REDACTED 

..  .  database  search  results 

FRIVJLEGJED  &  CONFIDENTIAL 

REDACTED 

Dismissal  Date- 


Filing  No.: 
•  Document  Type; 
Filing  Date: 
Assets  Available: 
Debtor: 


Additional  Debtot 

Attorney:- 


Court: 

Discharge  Date;'. 

Assets: 

Liability: 


FiliagNo,:'.  :' 
Document  Type: 
Judgment  Date:- 
Amount; 
Defendant: 


•Plaintiff: 
Court: . 

Satisfaction  Diate: 


Filing  No.: 
Documents  Type: 
Judgment  TJate: 
Amount: 
Defendant: 


Plaintiff; 
Court: 
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RCALA  005969 


REDACTED  _  ^j,^ smrCh  results 

PRIVILEGED  &  CONFIDENTIAL 


Real  Property  Ownership: 

REDACTED 

.  Owners; 
Property  Address; 

Mailing  Address: 

Phone  No.: 

SalelMc:  . 

Sale  Amount: 
.•   Loan.  Amount  (1st): 

Lender; 

Deed  Type; 

Tax  Amount; 

Assessed  Value; 
'■  Land  Use:'', 

Square  .Feet: 

Year  Built: 
•  Transaction  Type; 

Trans.  Date;  , 

Primary  Buyer: 

Lender:  • 

Loan  Amount  (1st); 

•Transaction  Type; 
Trans.  TMe; 
Primary  Buyers: 
Primary  Ownership; 


Transaction.Type: 
Trans.  Date: 
Primary  Buyers: 
.  .    Primary  Ownership: 
Lender: 
.   Loan' Amount  (l'(): 

Corporation  Fttmss; 

No  filings  identifiable  with  theREDACTED  in  qUestion. 

Fictitious  Jbusitiess  Name  FUinttst 

No  filings  identifiable  with  theREDACTED  n  qUestion. 

Los  Ameles  CoUtitv  Superior  Court  Civil  Court  Filings: 

REDACTED 

■  No  filings  identifiable  with  the  in  question. 


XII  000085 


REDACTED        ^tabass search  results 
"  PRIVILEGED  &  CONFWJENTlAL 


Los  Anveles  County  Municinal  Court  Civil  Court  Filings: 


Case  No.: 
File  Date; 
Location:  •' 
Case  Type: 
Disposition: 
Asking  AmOTHit: 
Action: 
Defendant; 


Plaintiff: 
Case  History: 


.REDACTED 


Case  No.:  ■ 
File  Date: 
Location: 
Case  Type: 
Case  Status: 
Aslting  Aikmnt: 
DefeHdant: 


Plaintiff: 


Case  No.: 
File  Date: 
Location: . 
Case  Type: 
Case  Status: 
Asking  Amount: 
Defendant: 


Plaintiff: 


RCALA  005971 


Case  No,  : 
File  Date;  . 
Location;  . 
Case  Type:' 
Disposition: 
Defendants:' 


REDACTED  -  database  search  results 

r-  PRIVILEGED  &  CONFIDENTIAL 


REDACTED 


Plaintiff: 


Case  No.: 
File.  Date: 
Location:  . 
Case  Type: 
CAse  Status: 
Disposition: 
Asking  Axhoujot; 
Defendant: 


Plaintiff: 


Case  No.: 
.  File  Date:  . 
Location:. 
Case  Type: 
Disposition: 
Asking  Amount: 
Defendants: 


"Plaintiff: 


.Case  No.': 
File  Date: 


XII  000087 


RCALA  005972 


REDACTED  _  database  search  results 
PRIVILEGED  &  CONFIDENTIAL 

REDACTED 

Location: . 
Case  Type: 
,  Case  Status; 
Disposition:  • 
Asking  Amount; 
Defendants; 


Plaintiff: 


Case  No.:  . 
File  Date: 
Location: 
Case  Type: 
Case.  Status: 
Disposition; 
Asking  Amount: 
Defendant: 


Plaintiff: 


Los  Angeles  County  Superior  &  Munfcival Court  Criminal  Filings: 

'„  . j . *  '  „        ,  REDACTED  . 

No  filings  .identifiable  with  the  m  question, 

Orange  County  Superior  Court  Criminal  Filings; 

.      :     .  REDACTED 
C.a8e.No.;  . 

File  Date: 

Defendant; 

. .  Disposition  Date: 

DOB: 
Violation: 


XII  000088 


RCALA  005973 


REDACTED 

-  database  search  results 
"  PRIVILEGED  &  CONFIDENTIAL 

Driver  Record  (Per  BMV  check): 

■  REDACTED 

•Name; 

Driver's  Lb.  No,: 
.  Class: 
feueDate: 
Expiration  Date: 
DOB; 

Height:'  ■,. . 
Weight: 
'Eyes: 
Hear:  ■ 
Violations; 
Actions; 
Other:  . 

Vehicle  Reeistrdtian/Ownershw  (Per  DMV record  check): 

REDACTED 

No  record  of  vehicle  registiatiofl/ownership  identifiable  witfc 
REDACTED 
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Xli  000090 


RCALA  005975 


XII  000091 


RCALA  005976 


XII 


000092 


PRIVILEGED  &  CONFIDENTIAL 


RICHARD  A.  LOOMIS 
Public  Records  Database  Search  Results 

An  expanded  California  public  records  database  search  on  Richard  A.  Loomis  disclosed 
.  the  followkg  informatioa  that  appears  to  be  identifiable  with  the  Richard  A.  Loomis  in 
question: 

»  IdentifvtnsDutat 

Richard  A.  Loomis  was  born  on  August  2,.  1946,  which  would  make  him  57  years  of 
age.  A  date'ofhifth  of  January  1946  (day  of  the  month  not  indicated)  also  turned  up 
'  on  Richard  A.  Loomis  'under,  his  Social  Seeuritv Number.  Richard  A.  Loomis  was 
issued  SocialSecMty  NumberREDACTED        while  a  resident  of  the  State  of 

California. .  . 

:  (Itshould  he  noted  ma^the  name  Richard  A.  Loomis  with  different  dates  of  birth 
than  the  Richard  A.  Loomis  in  question  turned  up  with  addresses  in  Riverside, 
■  San  Francisco,  Sacramento,  La  Jolla,  Laguna  Beach,  Costa  Mesa,  Menlo  Park,' Santa 
Barbara  and  Pasadena,'  None  of  those  individuals  are  identical  to  the  Richard  A. 
Loomis,  in  question.)  . 

•   Address  History  /Based  on  credit  bureau  inquiries  on  subiectk 
REDACTED 


•    Possible  Relatives: 

None  indicated.  ■  . 


RCALA  005978 


Richard  A.  Loomls  -  Database  Search  Results 
PRIVILEGED  &  CONFIDENTIAL 

*  jW  Property  Qwnetshiv; 

No  property  ownership  identifiable  with  the  Richard  A.  Looxtfis  in  question. 

«    Rankruptcv.  Lien  A  Judgment  Filings: 

NO  filings  identifiable  with  the  Richard  A-  Loomis  in  question. 

*  rtnynration  Filing*; 

No  filings  identifiabie  with  the  Richard  A,  Loomis  in  question. 

«    Fictfrious  Business  Name  Fllinm: 

No  filings  identifiable  with  the  Richard  A.  Loomis  in  question. 

*  r^  Anseles  County  flaiterior  Court  Civil  Filings: 

".  REDACTED 

Case  No. :; 
File  Date:  . 
Location: 
•Case  Type: 
Defendants:  . 


Plaintiffs:  ' 


Disposition:. 


Case  No.;  . 
File  Date:'  .. 
Location; 
Case  Type:' 
Action: 
Defendants: 


XII  000099 


REDACTED 


Richard  A.  Loomis  -  Database  Search  Results 
PlftlVILEGEB  &  CONFIDENTIAL 


•  LdsAnseies  County  Municipal  Court  Civil  Filings: 

'  No  filings  identifiable  with  the  Richard  A.  Loorois  in  question. 

■    Qranse.  Riverside.  San  Bernardino.  Santa  Barbara,  San  Luis  Obispo  A 
Ventura  County  Superior  and  Municipal  Court  CivU  Filings: 

No  filing  identifiable  with  the  Richard  A.  Looiais  in  question. 

•  Los  Aneeles.  tiranee;  Riverside.  San  Bernardino.  Santa  Barbara,  San  Luis 
Obispo  &  Ventura  Cduntv  Superior  &  Municipal  Court  Criminal  Filines; 

No  filings  identifiable  w/jth  the  Richard  A.  Looniis  in  question. 


October  20,  2004 
October  18,  2004 

October  18,  2004 

September  24,  2004 

September  9,  2004 
September  8,  2004 

September  7,  2004 
August  6,  2004 
August  2,  2004 
July  8,  2004 
July  7,  2004 
July  7,  2004 
July  6,  2004 

March  30,  2004 
February  13,  2004 

February  12,  2004 

February  1 1 ,  2004 

February  9,  2004 

February  6,  2004 


CMOB-071-01  -  MSGR.  RICHARD  LOOMIS 
Interviews 
REDACTED 
REDACTED 


REDACTED 
REDACTED 


-  interview  byREDACTED 
-  interview  regarding  Msgr.  Loomis  by 


...  ,.    REDACTED  . 

interview  regarding  by 


Richard  Loomis  -  interview  by 
(updated  version) 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 
REDACTED 


.REDACTED 


REDACTED 

REDACTED 

REDACTED 
REDACTED 

REDACTED 


interview  by  Investigator 

-  interview  ^REDACTED 

REDACTED 

-  interview  by 

-  interview  by 

-  interview  b; 

-  interview  by  Investigator  REDACTED 

-  interview  by  lnvestigatorREDACTED 

REDACTED 


REDACTED    -  interview  by  Investigator 

interview  by  Investigator 

REDACTED 


r\cu/\CTED 


REDACTED 
REDACTED 

KtUAU I tU 


-  interview  by  Investigator 
-  interview  by  Investigate 


REDACTED 


Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis  -  interview  by  Investigator 
REDACTED 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 


interview  by  Investigator 


•Addendum  to  Feb.  6th  report - 
interview  by  lnvestigatorREDACTED 

REDACTED  ,  REDACTED 

-  interview  by  Investigator' VL-1-"^  1  "-^ 
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February  3,  2004 

January  13,  2004 
January  12,  2004 

January  7,  2004 
December  21 , 2003 
December  21,  2003 
December  20,  2003 


REDACTED 

REDACTED 
REDACTED 

REDACTED 


interview  by  Investigator 


-  interview  by  Investigator 


REDACTED 


-  interview  by  Investigator . 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 

lnvestigatorKtUAU ' tL) 
REDACTED 

REDACTED 


-  interview  by  lnvestigatorREDACTED 
-  interview  by 

-  interview  by  Investigator 

-  interview  by  Investigator 


December  20  &  21,  2003 


REDACTED 


interview  by  Investigator 
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mm 


EDACTED 
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s 
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•  13 
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'  .W 

•  16 
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REDACTED 


From:  REDACTED 

Sent:      Friday,  December  1 9,  2003  11:35  PM 
To:        Cardinal  Roger  M.  Mahony 
Cc:  REDACTED 

KtuAuitu  cox,  Msgr.  Craig  A,;REDACTED 
Subject:  Independent  Investigation 

Cardinal  Mahony: 

I've  read  the  new  complaint  that  was  filed  on  Wednesday  and  was  very  sad  to  see  Msgr.  Loomis 
mentioned  as  someone  allegedly  involved  in  the  so-called  conspiracy.  As  the  immediate  past  Vicar  for 
Clergy,  just  having  his  name  associated  with  the  scandal  at  this  time  calls  the  entire  Archdiocesan 
process  into  question  and  dramatically  illustrates  the  need  to  separate  the  investigation  of  clerical 
misconduct  from  the  Archdiocese  and  put  it  in  the  hands  of  an  independent  body,  like  the  Clergy 
Misconduct  Oversight  Board. 

I  believe  any  in-house  investigation  will  be  seriously  questioned.  The  Vicar  for  Clergy  should  not  he 
involved  and,  in  my  opinion,  neither  should  the  General  Counsel  for  the  simple  reason  that  the 
objectivity  of  the  Archdiocese  investigating  itself  is  open  to  doubt  and  attack. 

The  case  of  Msgr.  Loomis  calls  for  an  investigation  directed  by  an  independent  body.  If  the  Clergy 
Misconduct  Oversight  Board  was  put  in  charge,  we  would  retain  an  investigator  who  would  thoroughly 
investigate  the  claims.  Our  conclusions,  whatever  they  might  be^  would  most  likely  have  greater 
acceptance  by  the  Catholic  community  and  the  community  at  large  and  be  less  subject  to  criticism  than 
those  of  the  Archdiocese. 

I  realize  that  an  investigation  conducted  by  the  CMOB  would  not  likely  be  protected  by  the 
attorney/client  privilege.  However,  under  current  procedures,  the  investigation  conducted  by  the 
Archdiocese  will  be  presented  to  the  CMOB  and,  by  this  disclosure,  the  privilege  may  be  lost  anyway. 
It  appears  to  me  that  the  Archdiocese  has  very  little  to  lose  and  a  lot  to  gain  by  having  the  CMOB 
conduct  the  investigation  in  the  first  place. 

I  assume  Msgr.  Loomis  has  an  attorney.  His  attorney  can  conduct  his  own  investigation  and  whatever 
he  obtains  will  by  protected  by  the  attorney/client  privilege. 

The  Catholic  community  looks  to  you  as  the  person  to  set  the  standard.  In  my  view,  and  I  believe  I 
speak  for  the  entire  CMOB,  the  standard  should  be  an  aggressive  and  thorough  investigation  by  an 
independent  body  and  full  disclosure  of  all  findings.  Also,  as  a  practical  matter,  we  know  it  will  all 
come  out  in  the  long  run  and  it's  better  to  take  the  initiative  and  be  forthcoming  now  rather  than  appear 
to  be  trying  to  hide  something.  The  secrecy  issue  has  been  a  very  big  negative  factor  in  the  entire 
scandal  and  has  put  the  Archdiocese  in  a  very  bad  light. 

Thank  you  for  considering  my  thoughts  on  this  important  matter. 
REDACTED 


1/6/2004 
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REDACTED 


Prom:  REDACTED 

Sent:     Saturday,  December  20,  2003  8:22  PM 

To:  REDACTED 

Cc: 


REDACTED  :  Cox.  Msar.  Orain  A  :ppn  APTPH 

REDACTED  ^REDACTED 
Subject:  Ke:  maependent  investigation 
REDACTED 


As  you  know,  I  share  the  view  that  a  more  thorough  investigative  approach  needs  to  be  taken  that  is  independent 
of  the  Vicar  for  the  Clergy. 

What  we  must  devise  is  a  way  that  combines  the  Canonical  Investigation  with  the  Board's  investigation.  If  we 
don't,  I  can  guarantee  you  that  the  Holy  See  will  overrule  us  on  individual  cases,  presenting  us  with  a  far  more 
serious  problem. 

Chicago  does  the  Canonical  and  Board  Investigations  simultaneously  and  in  tandem.  I  hope  this  is  what  you 
have  in  mind  as  well,  otherwise  we  are  really  not  helping  create  what  we  need. 

I  note  that  you  did  not  copyREDACTED  ,  a  key  person  in  the  Canonical  process. 

Please  make  sure  he  is  involved. 

Thanks. 

+RMM 


1/6/2004 
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REDACTED 

~~~ "REDACTED  — — 

From: 

Sent:     Sunday,  December  21 ,  2003  9:09  PM 

To:        REDACTED  Cox.  Msar.  Craia  A.:  REDACTED 

REDACTED 

Cc:        Tostado,  Kristina 
Subject:  RE:  Msgr  Loomis  Issues 

Cardinal  Mahony: 

REDACTED 

Sounds  good.  I'l  get  in  touch  w  on  Monday. 

REDACTED 


—  Original  Message 
From: 

REDACTED 


Sent:  12/21/2003  1:47:22  PM 
Subject:  Msgr  Loomis  Issues 

Team: 

Since  Msgr  Loomis  served  for  five  years  as  Vicar  for  the  Clergy,  and  the  immediate  past-Vicar,  it  is 
essential  that  we  do  a  full  and  thorough  investigation  at  once-but  outside  the  auspices  of  the  Vicar  for 
the  Clergy  office. 

This  case  presents  us  with  a  splendid  opportunity  to  try  a  new  approach:  a  dual  track  and 

parallel  investigation  starting  at  once.  One  track  would  be  the  Board  with  an  Auditor-investigator,  the 

other  track  a  Canonical  one  with  the  same  Auditor-investigator. 

I  strongly  recommend  that  we  move  in  this  fashion  at  once.  It  is  essential,  in  my  opinion,  that  these 
investigations  be  done  on  a  dual  and  simultaneous  track;  kind  of  a  modified  Chicago  approach. 

Until  the  Working  Group  comes  up  with  some  proposals,  I  don't  think  we  can  wait  for  the  Msgr  Loomis 
case.  We  must  be  ahead  of  this  one. 

I  recommend  thatREDACTED  head  up  the  Canonical  track,  and  thatREDACTED  head  up  the  other 
track-but  working  together  and  with  the  same  investigator. 

Thanks  for  considering  this  possibility. 

+RMM 


12/22/2003 
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REDACTED 


From:  REDACTED 

Sent:     Sunday,  December  21,  2003  9:06  PM 
To:  REDACTED 

Cc:       Cardinal  Roger  M.  Mahony 
Subject:  FW:  Independent  Investigation 

REDACTED 

I'm  forwarding  an  e-mail  I  sent  to  Cardinal  Mahony  on  Friday.  I  inadvertently  neglected  to  cc  you.  Sorry. 

I  have  a  case  on  Monday  (Dec  22)  but  should  be  able  to  call  you  during  a  recess  to  discuss  the. dual  track 
approach  suggested  by  the  Cardinal. 
REDACTED 


FrpmREDACTED 
To:REDACTED 

REDACTED 


Sent:  12/19/2003  11:34:53  PM 
Subject:  Independent  Investigation 

Cardinal  Mahony: 

I've  read  the  new  complaint  that  was  filed  on  Wednesday  and  was  very  sad  to  see  Msgr.  Loomis 
mentioned  as  someone  allegedly  involved  in  the  so-called  conspiracy.  As  the  immediate  past 
Vicar  for  Clergy,  just  having  his  name  associated  with  the  scandal  at  this  time  calls  the  entire 
Archdiocesan  process  into  question  and  dramatically  illustrates  the  need  to  separate  the 
investigation  of  clerical  misconduct  from  the  Archdiocese  and  put  it  in  the  hands  of  an 
independent  body,  like  the  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board. 

I  believe  any  in-house  investigation  will  be  seriously  questioned.  The  Vicar  for  Clergy  should 
not  be  involved  and,  in  my  opinion,  neither  should  the  General  Counsel  for  the  simple  reason 
that  the  objectivity  of  the  Archdiocese  investigating  itself  is  open  to  doubt  and  attack. 

The  case  of  Msgr.  Loomis  calls  for  an  investigation  directed  by  an  independent  body.  If  the 
Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board  was  put  in  charge,  we  would  retain  an  investigator  who 
would  thoroughly  investigate  the  claims.  Our  conclusions,  whatever  they  might  be,  would  most 
likely  have  greater  acceptance  by  the  Catholic  community  and  the  community  at  large  and  be 
less  subject  to  criticism  than  those  of  the  Archdiocese. 

I  realize  that  an  investigation  conducted  by  the  CMOB  would  not  likely  be  protected  by  the 
attorney/client  privilege.  However,  under  current  procedures,  the  investigation  conducted  by  the 
Archdiocese  will  be  presented  to  the  CMOB  and,  by  this  disclosure,  the  privilege  may  be  lost 
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anyway.  It  appears  to  me  that  the  Archdiocese  has  very  little  to  lose  and  a  lot  to  gain  by  having 
the  CMOB  conduct  the  investigation  in  the  first  place. 

I  assume  Msgr.  Loomis  has  an  attorney.  His  attorney  can  conduct  his  own  investigation  and 
whatever  he  obtains  will  by  protected  by  the  attorney/client  privilege. 

The  Catholic  community  looks  to  you  as  the  person  to  set  the  standard.  In  my  view,  and  I 
believe  I  speak  for  the  entire  CMOB,  the  standard  should  be  an  aggressive  and  thorough 
investigation  by  an  independent  body  and  full  disclosure  of  all  findings.  Also,  as  a  practical 
matter,  we  know  it  will  all  come  out  in  the  long  run  and  it's  better  to  take  the  initiative  and  be 
forthcoming  now  rather  than  appear  to  be  trying  to  hide  something.  The  secrecy  issue  has  been 
a  very  big  negative  factor  in  the  entire  scandal  and  has  put  the  Archdiocese  in  a  very  bad  light. 

Thank  you  for  considering  my  thoughts  on  this  important  matter. 
REDACTED 


12/22/2003 
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REDACTED 

n  REDACTED 
From: 

Sent:  Monday,  December  22,  2003  6:13  PM 
To:  REDACTED 

Cc: 


Subject:  RE:  Independent  Investigation 
Hello,  Cardinal  Mahony: 

REDACTED 

Thank  you  for  your  note  tc         It  is  reassuring  to  see  that  you  are  in  agreement  with  us,  the  CMOB,  in  working 
towards  an  independent  investigation.  Thank  you  also  for  the  information  on  the  Canonical  Investigation.  I  think 
that  Msgr.  Cox  has  mentioned  this  at  our  meetings  but  I  personally  need  to  focus  more  on  this  so  I  could  have 
some  clarification  on  the  similarities  and  differences  of  the  2  investigations.  I  think  that  this  info  would  be  helpful 
to  me  at  the  new  Workgroup. 

REDACTED 

I  appreciate         statement  that  he  felt  very  sad  over  the  latest  news.  That  is  how  many  of  us,  parishioners  feel 
whenever  darts  are  thrown  at  the  Archdiocese.  As  members  of  the  same  church  community  we  feel  that  this 
scandal  is  our  church's  pain  and  not  simply  the  clergy's. 

REDACTED  redacted 

I  also  appreciate  that     ,  ,        and  '  are  able  to  look  at  the  situations  with  their  legal  minds.  As  a  social 

worker,  I  look  at  things  from  a  different  angle  but  I  feel  grateful  when  the  canon  law  (from  Craig's  viewpoint)  and 
the  criminal  law  are  laid  side  by  side  on  the  table. 

At  this  moment,  I  am  asking  myself  why  I  am  writing  this  email,  I  think  this  is  my  way  of  reassuring  you,  the 
CMOB,  the  Council  of  Priests,  and  especially  myself  that  we  are  all  together  in  this  process.. .what  hurts  one,  hurts 
the  rest  of  us,  And  so  together  we  face  the  problem. 

I  may  not  have  a  direct  line  to  God,  but  I  do  pray  that  He  gives  us  guidance,  strength,  and  perseverance.  And, 
that  amidst  all  these  troubling  events,  may  He  give  us  the  chance  to  enjoy  the  greatest  gift,  the  gift  of  Jesus  at  this 
Christmastime. 

Merry  Christmas  to  us  all  I 
REDACTED 

(P.S.  I  will  see  you  tomorrow  night  at  the  Filipino  Simbang  Gabi  at  the  Cathedral,  I  will  serve  as  one  of  the 
Eucharistic  Ministers.) 

 Oriqinal  Messaae  

From:  REDACTED 

Sent:  Saturday.  December  20,  2003  8:22  PM 
To. REDACTED 

REDACTED 


Subject:  Re:  Independent  Investigation 


REDACTED 
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As  you  know,  I  share  the  view  that  a  more  thorough  investigative  approach  needs  to  be  taken  that  is 
independent  of  the  Vicar  for  the  Clergy. 

What  we  must  devise  is  a  way  that  combines  the  Canonical  Investigation  with  the  Board's  investigation.  If 
we  don't,  I  can  guarantee  you  that  the  Holy  See  will  overrule  us  on  individual  cases,  presenting  us  with  a 
far  more  serious  problem. 

Chicago  does  the  Canonical  and  Board  Investigations  simultaneously  and  in  tandem.  1  hope  this  is  what 
you  have  in  mind  as  well,  otherwise  we  are  really  not  helping  create  what  we  need. 

I  note  that  you  did  not  copy  REDACTED  ourREDACTED       a  key  person  in  the  Canonical 
process.  Please  make  sure  he  Is  involved. 

Thanks. 

+RMM 


1/6/2004 
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REDACTED 


From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 


REDACTED 


Subject:  RE:  Independent  Investigation 

REDACTED 

My  dearest 

Thank  you  for  sharing  our  sentiments.     By  the  way,   you  do  have  a  direct  line  to  God  and 
your  comments  are  so  vital  and  necessary  for  our  work  to  be  complete.     I  am  so  thankful 
for  you  and  the  other  members  of  the  CMOB,   whose  opinions,    comments  and  ideas,   are  so  very 
critical  to  coming  to  good  resolutions  for  all  of  us  and  our  Catholic  community. 

Regards , 
REDACTED 


REDACTED 
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REDACTED 


'_' REDACTED  ™   --  

To: 

Cc: 

REDACTED 

Subject:  RE:  Letter  tc 
Roger, 

I  just  spoke  with  Msgr.  Loomis,  informing  him  that  we  will  be  oroceeding  with  an  investigation  that  will  handle 
his  case  differently  from  our  past  procedure  -  namely,  thatREDACTED  will  appoint  and  direct  an  independent 
investigator,  who  will  also  be  appointed  the  auditor  for  the  canonical  preliminary  investiaation.  I  advised  him  of  his 
canonical  right  not  to  say  anything  and  not  to  be  put  underoath.  *r  nnfirmeH  thatREDACTED  will  be 
representing  him.  Based  onRthgTconversation  I  had  witrREDACTED and  yesterday  afternoon,  I  toid  Msgr. 

Loomis  that  it  was  likely  that  would  appoint  a  former  FBI  agent  not  currently  on  retainer  with  the  archdiocese 
but  who  may  have  helped  conduct  the  audit  we  had  this  past  summer.  Finally,  1  told  him  that  as  I  became  aware 
of  more  specific  details,  I  would  be  in  touch, 

REDACTED 


From:  REDACTED 

Sent:  Tuesdav.  December  73.  2003  7:7.3  AM 

ToRE  DACTE  DREDACTED 
Subject:  Letter  tc 

REDACTED 

REDACTED 
REDACTED 
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Archdiocese  of  Los  Aitgelet 


December  23, 2003 


JWl 


Olli<.e  of 

the  A»;hliishnp 


REDACTED 


Clerev  Misconduct  Oversight  Board 
REDACTED 


12/23/03    13:06  0 -171/02  NO": 621 


3424 

WiMiirp 

Boulcviird 


COPY 


Los  Angeles 
California 


Dear  REDACTED 


You  are  aware  of  the  recent  allegations  against  Monsignor  Richard  Loomis  made  in  a 
lawsuit  filed  last  week.  As  you  would  understand,  this  is  a  matter  of  grave  concern  to  me 
and  to  the  Archdiocese, 

Because  Monsignor  Loomis  has  held  sensitive  positions  within  the  Archdiocese,  I  do  not 
believe  that  we  can  conduct  the  investigation  of  these  allegations  in  the  normal  course. 

1  would  therefore  ask  that  in  your  capacity  as  Chairman  of  the  Clergy  Misconduct 
Oversight  Board,  you  head  a  special,  totally  independent  investigation  of  the  allegations 
against  Monsignor  Loomis,  and  report  your  findings  and  recommendations  to  me  directly 
and  to  the  Oversight  Board,  I  desire  a  full  investigation  that  will  obtain  all  of  the  facts, 
regardless  where  they  may  lead. 

In  your  capacity  as  the  head  of  this  investigation  team,  the  Archdiocese  will  reimburse 
you  for  reasonable  expenses  including  the  expense  of  an  independent  investigator  of  your 
choosing.  It  would  be  helpful  to  have  that  investigator  appointed  a  Canonical  Auditor  in 
order  to  assist  with  the  parallel  Canonical  investigation  that  is  required  by  the  Charter  and 
Essential  Norms.  As  soon  as  you  have  named  the  investigator,  please  contact  me  and 
REDACTED  so  that  this  Canonical  appointment  can  be  made. 

I  will  also  instruct  all  personnel  and  representatives  of  the  Archdiocese  to  give  you  their 
full  cooperation  in  this  extremely  important  matter. 

T  am  also  askingREDACTED  to  open  the  proper  Canonical  investigation  at  the  same 
time  so  that  Monsignor  Loomis1  canonical  rights  will  be  fully  protected  throughout  the 
investigation. 
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Thanking  you  for  your  continued  service  to  the  Church  and  to  the  Archdiocese  of  Los 
Angelee,  I  am 


Sinfcdraly  yo 


tuience 
Cardinal  Roger  M 
Archbishop  of  Los  Angeles 


.Mah^fty 


cc: 


REDACTED 
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private  '  REDACTED 

DISPUTE  RESOLUTION 

December  23,  2003 


His  Eminence 
Cardinal  Roger  M.  Mahony 
Archbishop  of  Los  Angeles 
3424  Wilshire  Boulevard 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90010-2202 

Dear  Cardinal  Mahony: 

I  have  your  letter  of  December  23,  2003  in  which  you  ask  me  to  head  a  special,  totally 
independent  investigation  of  the  allegations  against  Monsignor  Richard  Loomis  in  my 
capacity  as  Chairman  of  the  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board. 

I  am  pleased  to  accept  this  assignment  under  the  terms  set  forth  in  your  letter  and  assure 
you  that  I  will  do  my  best  to  conduct  a  full  and  fair  investigation  of  the  facts  and 
circumstances  surrounding  the  allegations  against  Monsignor  Loomis.  I  will  employ  the 
services  of  an  experienced  independent  investigator  to  assist  me  in  the  investigation  and 
may  call  upon  members  of  the  Oversight  Board  and  others  for  help.  I  will  contactREDACT 
REDACTED  to  arrange  for  appointment  of  the  investigator  as  a  Canonical 

Auditor  once  he  has  been  retained. 


I  realize  that  this  is  an  important  assignment  and  I  appreciate  the  confidence  you  have 
placed  in  me.  It  is  my  objective  to  obtain  all  of  the  facts  of  what  allegedly  happened  and 
report  them  directly  to  you  and  the  Oversight  Board. 

The  holidays  are  upon  us  and  it  may  take  a  few  days  to  make  contact  with  an  appropriate 
investigator  and  get  the  investigation  rolling.  Please  be  assured  that  I  will  act  as  promptly 
as  I  can  under  the  circumstances. 

I  wish  you  a  holy  and  blessed  Christmas. 


Sincerely, 
REDACTED 


REDACTED 
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REDACTED 


REDACTED  REDACTED 


December  24,  2003 
REDACTED 

Chairman,  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board 
Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 

^.REDACTED 

~  REDACTED 

Deai 

Pursuant  to  our  telephone  discussion  this  morning,  I  am  submitting  the 
following  information  on  my  background,  investigative  experience  and  fee 
schedule: 

In  the  way  of  background  information  on  mvself,  I  retired  from  theREDACTED 
REDACTED  prior  to  tliatj  j  serve,i  four 

years  nKtuAu  i  tu  where  I  attained  theREDACTED 

redacted" 


I  specialized  in  white  collar  crime  investigations,  including  loan  fraud,  public 
corruption,  fraud  against  the  government,  investment  scams,  bank  fraud  and 
embezzlement,  and  telemarketing  fraud,REDACTED  I  have  ■ 

testified  as  an  expert  on  Ponzi  schemes  and  white  collar  crime  investigations. 

I  was  also  a  legal  advisor  and  police  instructor,  investigated  civil  rights 
violations,  conducted  background  checks  and  worked  general  criminal 
matters  such  as  theft  from  interstate  shipment,  bank  robbery,  extortion  and 
kidnapping. 

I  am  now  a  licensed  private  investigator  specializing  in  business  and  civil 
litigation  related  investigations,  primarily  for  law  firms  and  business 
entities.  My  law  firm  clients  include: 

REDACTED 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 


I  have  conducted  numerous  investigations  for  those  firms  on  behalf  of  their 
clients,  and  directly  for  business  entities  and  private  parties,  in  matters 
involving  fraud,  theft,  embezzlement;  conflict  of  interest,  workers' 
compensation  claims,  wrongful  termination,  intellectual  property,  sexual 
harassment,  due  diligence,  locating  witnesses  and  background  checks. 

(For  purposes  of  this  assignment  only,  I  was  an  auditoiREDACTED 
which  recently  concluded  a  series  of  Charter  compliance  audits  of  dioceses 
throughout  the  United  States  for  the  U.S.  Conference  of  Catholic  Bishops.) 

I  am  a  member  of  the  California  Bar  and  the  Southern  California  Fraud 
Investigators  Association,  and  former  chairman  of  the  Los  Angeles  chapter  of 
the  Society  of  Former  Special  Agents  of  the  FBI. 

I  have  had  excellent  success  locating  persons  and  obtaining  background 
information  on  them,  and  conducting' due  diligence  investigations  on  business 
entities.  I  am  online  with  ChoicePoint  which  provides  data  from  over  3.5 
billion  national,  regional  and  local  public  records,  including  addresses  and 
telephone  numbers,  civil  and  criminal  filings,  bankruptcies,  liens  and 
judgments,  corporations  and  limited  partnerships,  fictitious  business  names, 
business  profiles,  real  property  ownership,  Social  Security  Number 
information,  etc. 

My  fee  for  investigative  services  is  $125.00  per  hour  (discounted  to  $100.00 
per  hour  for  this  assignment  pursuant  to  our  discussion)  which  includes 
travel,  investigative  and  report  preparation  time,  plus  expenses,  consisting 
primarily  of  car  mileage  at  $0.45  per  mile,  parking  fees,  document  copying 
charges  and  public  records  database  searches,  which  generally  run  between 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 


December  24,  2003 

REDACTED 

Chairman,  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board 
Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 

Re:  REDACTED 
DearREDACTED 


Pursuant  to  our  telephone  discussion  this  morning,  I  am  submitting  the  following 
information  on  my  background,  investigative  experience  and  fee  schedule: 

In  the  way  of  background  information  on  myself,  REDACTED 
REDACTED  Prior  to  that,  I  servedRE DACTE D 

REDACTED 

I  specialized  in  white  collar  crime  investigations,  including  loan  fraud,  public  corruption, 
fraud  against  the  government,  investment  scams,  bank  fraud  and  embezzlement,  and 
telemarketing  fraud,REDACTED  i  ]jave  testified  as  an  expert  on  Ponzi  schemes 

and  white  collar  crime  investigations. 

I  was  also  a  legal  advisor  and  police  instructor,  investigated  civil  rights  violations, 
conducted  background  checks  and  worked  general  criminal  matters  such  as  theft  from 
interstate  shipment,  bank  robbery,  extortion  and  kidnapping. 

I  am  now  a  licensed  private  investigator  specializing  in  business  and  civil  litigation 
related  investigations,  primarily  for  law  firms  and  business  entities.  My  law  firm  clients 
include: 

REDACTED 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 


I  have  conducted  numerous  investigations  for  those  firms  on  behalf  of  their  clients,  and 
directly  for  business  entities  and  private  parties,  in  matters  involving  fraud,  theft, 
embezzlement,  conflict  of  interest,  workers'  compensation  claims,  wrongful  termination, 
intellectual  property,  sexual  harassment,  due  diligence,  locating  witnesses  and 
background  checks. 

(For  purposes  of  this  assignment  only,  I  was  an  auditor  for  REDACTED  which 
recently  concluded  a  series  of  Charter  compliance  audits  of  dioceses  throughout  the 
United  States  for  the  U.S.  Conference  of  Catholic  Bishops.) 

I  am  a  member  of  the  California  Bar  and  the  Southern  California  Fraud  Investigators 
Association,  and  former  chairman  of  the  Los  Angeles  chapter  of  the  Society  of  Former 
Special  Agents  of  the  FBI. 

I  have  had  excellent  success  locating  persons  and  obtaining  background  information  on 
them,  and  conducting  due  diligence  investigations  on  business  entities.  I  am  online  with 
ChoicePoint  which  provides  data  from  over  3.5  billion  national,  regional  and  local  public 
records,  including  addresses  and  telephone  numbers,  civil  and  criminal  filings, 
bankruptcies,  liens  and  judgments,  corporations  and  limited  partnerships,  fictitious 
business  names,  business  profiles,  real  property  ownership,  Social  Security  Number 
information,  etc. 

My  fee  for  investigative  services  is  $125.00  per  hour  (discounted  to  $100.00  per  hour  for 
this  assignment  pursuant  to  our  discussion)  which  includes  travel,  investigative  and  report 
preparation  time,  plus  expenses,  consisting  primarily  of  car  mileage  at  $0.45  per  mile, 
parking  fees,  document  copying  charges  and  public  records  database  searches,  which 
generally  run  between  $75.00  and  $500.00  each  depending  on  the  scope  of  the  search  and 
the  amount  of  time  involved  in  analyzing  and  summarizing  the  results. 


I  will  look  forward  to  meeting  with  you  and  to  discuss  this  matter  in  more 

detail  at  your  convenience  during  the  next  week.  Please  do  not  hesitate  to  call  or  e-mail 
me  if  you  have  any  questions  or  comments. 


Very  truly  yours, 


REDACTED 
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REDACTED 

From: 
To: 

Date:      12/28/2003  8:25:19 PM 
Subject:  RE:  Loomis  Investigation 

REDACTED 

Please  leave  a  messaae  on  mv  voice  mail,^ER.AClT-D  .  ._,  which  I  check  regularly  when  I'm  out  of  mv 
home  office  in  REDACTED      _  you  can  also  reach  me  or  leave  a  message  on  my  cell  phone.REDA,CTED 
redacted  (  wm  cg||  you  bgck  )n  reSp0nse  to  youMnformation  about  our  meeting  on  Monday  afternoon  or 
whenever  you  schedule  the  meeting  withREDACTED  I  will  be  in  Pasadena  during  the  morning  and  early 
afternoon,  but  will  check  on  messages  from  you. 

For  your  information,  I  have  conducted  several  public  records  database  searches  on  LA  Archdiocese 
cases  foiREDACTED  and  Redacted  jnc|UCjjng  a  search  onREDACTED     f0rREDACTED  about  a  week 
ago.  The  only  matters  ot  interest  that  turned  up  orREDACTEDwere  three  bankruptcy  filings  involving  him 
REand  his  wife  and  possibly  a  small  claims  andTor  notice  of  default  filing.  I  mailed  the  database  printouts  to 
rented  ^  ^  ^  ^eep  a  CQpy  ^or  mySe\f>  butREDAC1E°has  indicated  that  he  will  turn  over  everything  on  the  case 
to  me  when  he  is  authorized  to  do  so. 
REDACTED 


 Qj-jninni  Moccano  

From:  REDACTED 

Sent:  Sunday,  December  28,  2003  4:50  PM 
To: REDACTED 

Subject:  RE:  Loomis  Investigation 

REDACTED 

Thanks,  What  is  the  best  way  to  contact  you?  E-mail?  Cell  phone?  Land  Line?  I'll  let  you  know 
as  soon  as  I  hear  fromREDACTED 

REDACTED 


 Orininal  Meccano  

From:REDACTED 

ToREUAU  I  LD 

Sent:  12/28/2003  4:34:12  PM 

Subject:  RE:  Loomis  Investigation 

REDACTED 


I  will  be  available  by  mid-afternoon  on  Monday  if  that  is  ok  with  you  and  Late 
Monday  is  also  okay  with  me.  If  that  does  not  work  for  the  two  of  you,  pis.  give  me  a  day 
and  time  that  is  convenient  for  you  andREDACTCD  and  I  will  adjust  my  schedule  accordingly. 


REDACTED 


^[REDACTED 

Sent:  Sunday,  December  28,  2003  4:17  PM 


REDACTED 


1/13/2004 
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REDACTED 

To; 

Subject:  Loom  is  Investigation 

REDACTED 

Arcys&vgyailable  to  meet  with  me  and  REDACTEDtomorrow  (Monday)?  I'm  going  to 
cal         n  the  morning  to  set  something  up.  Please  let  me  know  your  availability. 
Thanks. 

REDACTED 


REDACTED 


XII  000122 


Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 


REDACTED 


3424 

Wllshire 

Boulevard 


Los  Angeles 

California 

90010-2241 


CLERGY  MISCONDUCT  OVERSIGHT  BOARD 


December  29,  2003 

REDACTED 
KEDAC I  ED 

Re :     Investigation  of  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 

_  .REDACTED 
Dear . 


I'm  writing  to  you  in  my  capacity  as  Chairman  of  the  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight 
Board  of  the  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles.  The  Board  was  established  by  Cardinal  Roger 
Mahony  in  June,  2002  and  is  an  independent  advisory  board  that  makes 
recommendations  directly  to  the  Cardinal  concerning  cases  in  which  clerics  are  accused 
of  sexual  misconduct. 


On  December  23,  2003,  Cardinal  Mahony  asked  me  in  my  capacity  as  Chairman  of  the 
Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board  to  head  a  special,  totally  independent  investigation 
of  the  allegations  that  have  been  made  against  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis.  I'm 
enclosing  a  copy  of  his  letter  and  a  copy  of  my  letter  accepting  this  assignment. 

Your  name  was  provided  to  me  by  REDACTED   a  member  of  the  Board,  as  an 
experiencecREDACTED     w     who  is  now  working  as  a  licensed  private  investigator 
specializing  in  business  and  civil  litigation  related  investigations.  I  called  you  on 
December  24th  and  we  agreed  to  meet  shortly  after  the  Christmas  holiday. 

Thank  you  for  your  letter  of  December  24th  setting  out  your  background  and  experience 
and  terms  and  conditions  of  employment.  I  appreciate  your  willingness  to  accept  this 
assignment  for  a  fee  of  $  100  per  hour,  plus  expenses  as  set  forth  in  your  letter. 

I  wish  to  retain  you  to  perform  confidential  investigative  services  as  a  licensed  private 
investigator  on  the  terms  and  conditions  set  forth  in  your  letter  of  December  24,  2003  to 
conduct  a  thorough,  complete  and  totally  independent  investigation  of  the  allegations  that 
have  been  made  against  Monsignor  Loomis  in  the  case  of  REDACTED  v. 
Defendant  Doe  1 ,  et  al.,  Los  Angeles  Superior  Court  Case  No  KtUAU  1  tu    filed  on 
December  17,  2003.  A  copy  of  the  complaint  is  enclosed. 


Pastoral  Regions: 


Our  Lady  of  the  Angels     San  Fernando     San  Gabriel     San  Pedro     Santa  Barbara 


REDACTED 

December  29,  2003 
Page  2 


As  stated  in  the  Cardinal's  letter,  it  would  be  helpful  to  have  you  appointed  as  a 
Canonical  Auditor  in  order  to  assist  with  the  parallel  Canonical  investigation  that  is 
reauired  bv  the  Charter  and  Essential  Norms.  Please  contadREDACTED 
R  E  D  ACT  ED  to  arrange  for  your  appointment. 

If  the  above  is  satisfactory,  please  indicate  your  acceptance  below  and  return  a  copy  of 
this  letter  to  me. 


I  look  forward  to  working  with  you  on  this  important  matter. 


Sincerelv. 
REDACTED 


REDACTED 


Enclosures 


I  accept  the  appointment  on  the  terms  and 
conditions  set  forth  above 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 


private  REDACTED 

DISPUTE  RESOLUTION 

January  2,  2004 


REDACTED 
REDACTED 


Re:      Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 

Named  inREDACTED    v.  Defendant  Doe  1,  et  al. 
Los  Angeles  Superior  Court  Case  NoREDACTED  , 

DeaiREDACTED 

I  am  writing  in  my  capacity  as  Chairman  of  the  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board 
("Board")  of  the  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles.  The  Board  was  established  by  Cardinal 
Roger  M.  Mahony  in  June,  2002  and  is  an  independent  advisory  board  that  makes 
recommendations  directly  to  the  Cardinal  concerning  cases  in  which  clerics  are  accused 
of  sexual  misconduct.  I  and  the  other  members  of  the  Board  are  vitally  interested  in 
making  sure  that  priests  who  have  molested  children  are  not  allowed  to  continue  in 
ministry. 

You  are  counsel  for  REDACTED  w^0  js  name(i  as  a  plaintiff  in  the  above  case  which 
was  filed  in  the  Los  Angeles  Superior  Court  on  December  17, 2003 .  Monsignor  Richard 
A.  Loomis,  who  served  as  Vicar  for  Clergy  in  the  Archdiocese  in  the  late  1990's,  is 
alleged  in  the  complaint  to  be  a  person  who  routinely  molested  children,  and,  in 
particular,  plaintiff  REDACTED  while  serving  as  a  teacher  at  Pater  Noster  High 
School. 

On  December  23,  2003,  Cardinal  Mahony  asked  me  in  my  capacity  as  Chairman  of  the 
Board  to  head  a  special,  totally  independent  investigation  of  the  allegations  that  have 
been  made  against  Monsignor  Tgnmis^  T  have  agreed  to  undertake  this  assignment  and 
have  retained  the  services  of  REDACTED  m&  licensed  private 

investigatorREDACTED     to  assist  me. 

I  have  not  interviewed  Monsignor  Loomis  as  yet  but  it  is  my  understanding  that  he  does 

REDACTED 

not  recall  and  denies  any  sexual  misconduct  with  any  student  at  Pater 

Noster  or  elsewhere. 

My  investigation  is  not  a  part  of  the  litigation  involvingREDACTED  m(j 
Archdiocese.  I  and  the  Board  are  vitally  interested  in  obtaining  information  concerning 


REDACTED 


January  2,  2004 
Page  2 

the  facts  of  the  charges  against  Monsignor  Loomis  so  that  we  can  determine  whether  he 
should  be  removed  from  rninistry  at  this  time. 

The  purpose  of  this  letter  to  is  inform  you  of  my  assignment,  to  arrange  for  obtaining 
whatever  information  you  have  concernine  the  allegations  against  Monsignor  Loomis, 
and  to  arrange  for  an  interview  witbREDACTED  i  cannot  conduct  a  meaningful 
investigation  without  knowing  the  details  of  the  allegations  which  form  the  basis  of  his 
complaint.  Your  cooperation  in  this  regard  is  essential.  I  am  willing  to  abide  by  any 
reasonable  conditions  you  wish  to  place  upon  the  interview  with  REDACTED  such  as 
the  location  of  the  interview,  who  will  be  present,  etc. 

I  know  that  this  is  a  busy  time  for  you.  However,  it  is  very  important  that  I  and  the  Board 
move  on  this  matter  promptly.  I  would  appreciate  it  if  you  would  contact  me  at  your 
earliest  convenience.  I  can  be  reached  at  the  above  telephone  and  fax  numbers  or  through 
the  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board  offices  on  Tuesdays,  Wednesdays  and  Thursdays 
at  REDACTED    My  personal  e-mail  addressREDACTED 

Thank  you. 

Sincerely, 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 
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REDACTED 


From:  REDACTED 

Sent:      Monday,  January  05,  2004  7:47  AM 

To:  REDACTED 

Cc: 

Subject:  Loomis  Investigation 
REDACTED 

Happy  New  Year. 

REDACTED 

I've  attached  the  letter  I  sent  to  on  January  2, 2004.  He  should  have  gotten  it  on  January  3rd  or  should 

get  it  today. 

The  Clergy  Misconduct  Misconduct  Board  will  meet  on  Wednesday,  January  14th  at  the  Archdiocesan  Catholic 
Center.  The  meetings  are  held  in  Room  785  and  begin  at  9:30  a.m.  I  hope  you  will  be  available  to  attend.  I 
would  like  you  to  meet  the  members  of  the  Board  and  discuss  your  investigation  to  date. 

I  will  be  working  in  my  office  this  morning.  Please  give  me  a  call. REDACTED 

Thanks. 

REDACTED 


1/6/2004 
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REDACTED 

From,   REDACTED  __________ 

Sent:      Monday,  January  05,  2004  8:14  AM 
To:        Cardinal  Roger  M.  Mahony 
Subject:  Loomis  Investigation 

Dear  Cardinal  Mahony: 

I  hope  you  had  a  nice  Christmas  and  your  few  days  in  the  mountains.  Hopefully,  2004  will  be  a  better  year  for 
you  and  the  Church. 

I  have  retained  REDACTED  as  ^e  investigator  for  the  investigation  of  Msgr.  Loomis.  I've  attached  his  CV  and  the 
agreement  I  entered  into  with  him.  I  believe  his  background  and  experience  are  exceptional.  As  indicated  in  his 
CV,  he  was  a  member  of  theREDACTED    and  participated  in  six  or  seven  audits  in  various  archdioceses  this  past 
year. 

I  met  withREDACTED  and  REDACTED     |ast  week  gnd  ^cussed  the  issues  involved  in  the  case.  He  has  started 
work  and  will  report  his  progress  to  me  as  his  investigation  proceeds. 

I  wrote  to  REDACTED     on  January  2,  2004.  A  copy  of  his  letter  is  attached. 

I've  aske<REDACTEDto  contact  REDACTEDto  be  appojnted  a  Canonical  Auditor. 

I  will  keep  you  posted.  Please  let  me  know  if  you  have  any  questions. 

Hapov  New  Year. 
REDACTED 


1/6/2004 
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REDACTED 


From:  REDACTED 

Sent:     Monday,  January  05, 2004  10:23  AM 
To:  REDACTED 

Subject:  Re:  Loomis  Investigation 
Cardinal  Mahony: 

I  wrote  toREDACTEDfor  the  reasons  stated  in >  th«  ipttp.r.  it's  my  understanding  that  Msgr,  Loomis  denies  any 
wrongdoing  and  has  no  recollection  of  It  is  difficult  if  not  impossible  to  investigate  a  case  when  the 

charges  have  not  been  identified.  I  wanted""""'"  to  know  that  an  independent  investigation  was  being  initiated 
to  determine  if  Msgr.  Loomis  should  remain  in  ministry  and  that  this  was  not  part  of  the  litigation  process  involving 
the  plaintiffs  and  the  Archdiocese.  Also,  unless  the  complainant  is  willing  to  be  specific,  there  is  no  basis  for 
CMOB  to  recommend  that  Msgr.  Loomis  be  removed  from  ministry. 

It's  important  that  the  investigation  not  only  be  independent  but  be  perceived  as  independent.  I  believe  that 
working  throughREDACTEDwould  cloud  the  issue  and  jeopardize  the  integrity  of  the  investigation. 

I'll  keep  you  posted. 

REDACTED 


 Original  Message  — 

From: 

ToREDACTED 

Cc    

Sent:  1/5/2004  8:27:09  AM 
Subject:  Re:  Loomis  Investigation 

REDACTED 


Receive  your  info  about  Msgr  Loomis. 

It  sounds  as  if  the  investigator  is  highly  qualified,  and  having  him  a  Canonical  Auditor  helps  us  with  the 
canonical  investigation. 

Please  keep  in  mind  the  provisions  of  Article  5  of  the  Charter-very  important  that  we  follow  those 
canonical  steps. 

I'm  puzzled  why  you  would  write  to  REDACTED     |s  that  wise? 

My  preference  would  be  for  you  to  work  throughREDACTED  if  contacting  any  attorney  representing 
people  who  have  filed  complaints  and/or  lawsuits  against  the  AD.  Otherwise,  we  are  creating  many 
difficulties  for  the  final  settlement  of  these  matters. 

Worse,  you  could  be  entwining  CMOB  in  the  litigation  and  mediation  efforts,  something  that  would  be 
most  troubling. 

Thanks. 

+RMM 


1/6/2004 
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REDACTED 


From.REDACTED 

Sent:     Monday,  January  05,  2004  8:00  AM 

To:  REDACTED 

Cc: 

Subject:  Loomis  Investigation 


REDACTED  _          jsREDACTED  ■  of  the  Archdiocese.  As  I  stated  when  we  met  last  week,  Cardinal 

Mahony  believes  it  would  be  helpful  to  have  you  appointed  a  Canonical  Auditor  in  order  to  assist  with  the  parallel 
Canonical  investigation  that  is  required  by  the  Charter  and  Essential  Norms. 

Please  contact'^ '^^'"'"^'^  to  arrange  for  this  appointment. 

Thanks. 

REDACTED 


1/6/2004 
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REDACTED 


REDACTED 

From:  .  ,   

Sent-  Mondav.  January  05,  2004  1 :24  PM 

To:  REDACTED 

Subject: 


REDACTED 

I  just  talked  with  REDACTED  and  told  him  that  all  i  had  to  do  canonically  was  to  tell  him  verbally  over  the  phone 
that  he's  appointed  canonical  auditor  in  the  Loomis  case,  so  it's  done.  I  can  draw  up  and  sign  a  decree  at  a  convenient 
time  and  date  it  as  necessary. REDACTED  and  I  agreed  that  he  will  work  under  your  direction  and  report  to  you,  with  reports 
coming  to  me  subsequently.  I  told  him  that  the  two  of  us  should  discuss  this  point  with  you  to  clarify  just  how  that  would 
work.  My  point  is  simply  that  whatever  he  uncovers  that  is  useful  for  the  ecclesiastical  investigation  is  material  that  I 
■  should  receive,  however  we  want  to  work  out  the  process. 

For  your  information,  I  will  leave  town  tomorrow  c.  1 1 :30  a.m.,  returning  Wednesday  evening.  I  am  one  of  the 
judges  impaneled  to  hear  a  case  in  San  Diego,  and  we  will  be  interviewing  some  of  the  parties.  This  will  be  my  baptism, 
so  to  speakl 

REDACTED 


1 
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REDACTED 

7 "REDACTED 
From: 


Sent:  Tuesday,  January  06, 2004  1 0:41  AM 
To.  REDACTED 

Subject:  FW:  RE:  Loomis  Investigation 


REDACTED 


—  Oriainal  Message  — 
From:REDACTED 

ToREDACTED 

Sent:  1/5/2004  1:20:40  PM 

Subject:  RE:  Loomis  Investigation 

REDACTED 


I  called  REDACTED  and  got  a  voice  mail  message  from  his  assistant  stating  that  he 

will  return  on  Jan.  5th.  I  left  a  message  for  him  to  call  me  concerning  the  matter  in  question. 

I  thought  your  letter  to  REDACTED     stated  precj|f^' "'^f"'°  need  in  the  way  of 
.  cooperation  and  information  from  him  and  his  client,  KtUAU  tu     and  at  the  same  time  put  the 
ball  on  their  side  of  the  court  with  regard  to  our  ability  to  proceed  with  a  thorough  investigation  of 
the  allegation  made  in  his  complaint  as  it  pertains  to  the  subject  of  our  investigation. 

REDACTED 


REDACTED 

P.S.:     Father       just  called  and  advised  he  has  designated  me  as  a  Canonical  Auditor, 
effective  immediately,  with  the  paperwork  to  follow. 

He  also  said  he  would  like  to  be  copied  on  all  my  investigative  reports  to  you.  He  said  he  would 
work  that  out  with  you.  I  would  prefer  submitting  everything  to  you  and  letting  the  two  of  you 
work  out  any  further  dissemination  of  my  investigative  reports. 

REDACTED 


 Oriqinal  Messaqe  

From  .REDACTED 

Sent:  Mondav.  Januarv  05.  2004  7:47  AM 

ToiREDACTED 

Cc: 

Subject:  Loomis  Investigation 

REDACTED 

Happy  New  Year. 

REDACTED 

I've  attached  the  letter  I  sent  to  on  January  2,  2004.  He  should  have  gotten  it  on 


1/6/2004 
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January  3rd  or  should  get  it  today. 

The  Clergy  Misconduct  Misconduct  Board  will  meet  on  Wednesday,  January  14th  at  the 
Archdiocesan  Catholic  Center.  The  meetings  are  held  in  Room  785  and  begin  at  9:30  a.m.  I 
hope  you  will  be  available  to  attend.  I  would  like  you  to  meet  the  members  of  the  Board  and 
discuss  your  investigation  to  date. 

I  will  be  working  in  my  office  this  morning.  Please  give  me  a  call.  REDACTED 

Thanks. 
REDACTED 


1/6/2004 
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REDACTED 

REDACTED  __      _  _ 

Sent:     Tuesday,  January  06,  2004  1 1.:09  AM 

To:  REDACTED 

Cc: 

Subject:  Loomis  Investigation 
frWacTed 

I  sent  a  letter  to  REACTED      thQ  |awyer  forREDACTED      Copy  attached 

I've  hiredREDACTED  a  retired  FBI  private  investigator,  to  assist.  I  understand  he's  already  contacted  you.  He  is 
working  on  his  investigation.  I  am  asking  him  to  cc  you  on  his  reports. 

Please  give  me  a  call  when  you  have  a  minute  at^EDACTED 

Happy  New  Year. 

REDACTED 


1/6/2004 
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REDACTED 

From: 
To: 

Date:      1/6/2004  12:16:48  PM 
Subject:  Scheduled  Interview,  etc. 


REDACTED 


I  conducted  an  expanded  public  records  database  search  on  the  subject  which  turned  up  nothing  of 
significance.  I  will  prepare  a  report  to  that  effect  and  fax  it  to  you.  I  will  also  fax  you  a  report  on  the 
results  of  the  database  search  on  the  complainant 

I  left  a  message  for  Craig  C.  to  call  me  re  our  getting  together  to  discuss  background  and  lead  information 
on  this  matter. 

REDACTED 

I  would  like  to  know  more  about  resignation  and  get  identifying  data,  i.e.,  DOB  and  SSN,  so  I  can 

run  an  expanded  database  search  on  him  that 

would  include  a  criminal  check.  He  may  also  be  someone  1  should  interview.  C.  C.  should  be  able  to  help 
me  with  the  ident.  information. 

I've  arranged  to  meet  withREDACTED  at  2:00  today  at  her  office.  I  will  try  to  connect  with  C.  C.  later  this 
afternoon  since  he  is  in  the  same  building. 

REDACTED 

I  will  be  on  my  cell  phone,  ,  if  you  need  to  talk  to  me  before  then. 


Jack 


REDACTED 
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REDACTED 

From: 
To: 

Date:      1/12/2004  2:05:18  PM 
Subject:  Interviews 


REDACTED 

REDACTED 

I  just  got  off  the  phone  with  We  arranged  to  meet  tomorrow  at  1 1 :00  a.m.  He  is  verv 

cooperative  and  said  he  will  give  me  all  the  details  of  the  incident  he  previously  reported  toREDACTED 

I  will  type  up  a  report  of  that  interview  and  fax  it  to  you  tomorrow  evening  so  you  will  have  it  before  the  Bd. 
meeting  Wednesday  morning. 

It's  imperative  that  I  interview  the  complainant  ASAP  to  evaluate  his  credibility  and  ensure  that  he  has 
correctly  identified  the  accused  RL. 

I  have  some  concern  about  his  identification  of  RL  in  the  Complaint  since  he  was  off  by  a  couple  of  years 
on  the  time  period  when  the  offenses  allegedly  took  place  -  1968  through  1970  per  his  Complaint  versus 
1971-72  when  he  was  actually  a  student  at  the  school. 

If  the  attorney  for  the  complainant  agrees  to  our  interviewing  his  client,  I  would  first  ask  the  complainant  to 
give  me  a  physical  description  of  Bro.  "B"  /  RL  alona  with  his  Dosition  at  the  school,  and  then  provide  the 
details  of  the  offenses  allegedly  committed  RL  ancREDACTED      I  would  use  Post-it  notes  to  cover  the 
names  below  the  individual  photos  of  all  the  faculty  members  shown  in  the  1972  PN  yearbook  in  which  a 
photo  of  the  complainant  appears  as  a  sophomore,  and  ask  him  to  pick  out  the  photo  of  the  man  he 
identified  in  his  complaint  as  Bro.  "B"  or  RL.  If  he  cannot  do  so  correctly,  I  would  have  a  problem  with  his 
credibility  and  possible  motive  for  coming  up  with  that  name  (RL)  and  the  name  of  a  deceased  priest REDACTE 
in  his  Complaint.  Regardless  of  what  we  get  fro|REDACTED  in  the  way  inappropriate  comments  or 
behavior  with  an  adult  by  RL,  the  complainant's  identifying  RL  from  the  "photo  spread"  is  paramount  to 
corroborating  the  allegation  against  him.  A  misidentification  on  the  photo  by  the  complainant  would 
appear  to  put  the  case  against  RL  in  the  "unsubstantiated"  or  "unfounded"  categories  we  previously 
discussed  and  warrant  closing  it  as  such. 

REDACTED 


REDACTED 
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REDACTED 


PRIVATE 
DISPUTE  RESOLUTION 


REDACTED 
January  16, 2004 

REDACTED 


Re:      Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 

Named  iiREDACTEDet  al  v.  Defendant  Doe  1,  et  al. 
Los  Angeles  Superior  Court  Case  NoR  ED  ACTED 
REDACTED 

Dear 

This  is  a  follow-up  to  my  letter  of  January  2,  2004,  a  copy  of  which  is  enclosed. 

The  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board  considered  the  case  of  Msgr.  Richard  A. 
Loomis  at  out  meeting  on  January  14th  but  was  unable  to  effectively  evaluate  his  case  or 
take  any  action  because  we  have  no  credible  information  upon  which  to  base  a  decision. 
The  only  information  we  have  is  the  unverified  complaint  filed  in  the  Superior  Court  on 
December  17,  2003  and  the  very  general  allegations  contained  therein  which  allege  that 

Loomis  is  a  person  who  routinely  molested  children,  and,  in  particular,  plaintiff 
REDACTED   ^le  serving  as  a  teacher  at  Pater  Noster  High  School. 

As  I  stated  in  my  letter  of  January  2nd,  the  Board  and  I  are  vitally  interested  in  obtaining 
information  concerning  the  facts  of  the  charges  against  Monsignor  Loomis  so  that  we  can 
determine  whether  he  should  be  removed  from  ministry  at  this  time. 

I  renew  my  request  for  an  interview  withREDACTED     under  any  reasonable  conditions 
you  wish  to  place  upon  the  interview.  I  also  request  that  you  provide  me  with  more 
specific  information  about  the  charges  against  him  so  that  we  can  conduct  a  meaningful 
investigation. 

Please  contact  me  immediately  so  that  we  can  discuss  the  case  and  make  arrangements 
for  an  interview.  Thank  you. 

Sincerely, 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 


RCALA006017 


MEMORANDUM 


TO:  Cardinal  Roger  Mahony 

FROM:  REDACTED 

Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board  ' 

RE:  Recommendation  of  the  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board 

Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis  (CMOB  071-01) 

DATE:  February  9,  2004 


REDACTED    a  plaintiff  in  a  complaint  filed  in  the  Los  Angeles  Superior  Court  on  Decemhftr 
17,  2003,  alleges  that  Brother  Beckett,  now  known  as  Richard  A.  Loomis,  and1^1^^  1  tzu 

REDACTEDsexually  molested  him  at  many  different  places  from  approximately  1969  through 
approximately  1971  when  he  was  a  student  at  Pater  Noster  High  School. 

On  December  23, 2003,  you  asked  me  in  my  capacity  as  Chairman  of  the  Clergy  Misconduct 
Oversight  Board  to  head  a  special,  totally  independent  investigation  of  the  allegations  against 
Monsignor  Loomis  and  report  my  findings  and  recommendations  to  you  directly  and  to  the 
Oversight  Board. 

The  following  is  my  report  of  the  results  of  the  investigation  and  activities  to  date.  I  enclose  the 
following  for  your  information  and  review. 

•  Your  letter  to  me  of  December  23, 2003  asking  me  to  head  the  investigation. 

•  My  letter  of  December  23, 2003  accepting  the  assignment. 

•  Resume  of REDACTED  setting  forth  his-background  and  experience  as  a  former  FBI 
special  agent  and  licensed  private  investigator. 

•  My  letter  of  December  29,  2003  retainingREDACTED  and  setting  forth  the  scope  of  the 

investigation. REDACTED  ,  a  member  of  CMOB  and  a  former  Assistant  United  States 

Attorney,  and  I  met  withREDACTED  on  December  29  to  discuss  the  case  and  outline  the 
investigation.REDACTED  has  been  appointed  as  a  Canonical  Auditor. 

RFDACTED 

•  My  letter  to  _      attorney,  requesting  an  interview  and 
other  information  about  the  claims  made  against  Monsignor  Loomis.  I  received  no 
response  to  this  letter. 

•  My  follow-up  letter  tcREDACTED     restating  the  need  to  interviewREDACTED  and 

.  REDACTED 

obtain  additional  information.  Mr.  did  not  respond  to  this  letter. 
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•  Investigative  Chronology  prepared  by^EDACTED    the  former  FBI  agent  and  private 
investigator  initially  employed  by  Monsigr^gTgn a  C.nx  before  my  appointment.  Mr. 

redacted ma(je  fcs  wor]c  product  available  to 

•  ^iblift  Records  Database  Search  Results  reREDACTED        wag  prepaxedbyMr. 

and  REDACTED  ,equest 

•  Interviews  of  Brother  of  St.  Patrick  conducted  |)yREDACTED 

•  Copy  of  aportion  of  the  1972  Pater  Noster  yearbook  showing  Brother  Beckett  and 
REDACTED  to  be  on  the  faculty. 

•  Monsignor  Loomis '  Clergy  Assignment  Record  prepared  from  Archdiocesan  records. 

•  Public  Records  Database  Search  Results  re  Monsignor  Loomis.  The  search  revealed  two 
superior  court  complaints  in  which  Monsignor  Loomis  was  named  as  a  defendant. 

•  Summary  of  superior  court  file  relating  to  one  of  the  two  cases,REDACTEDvs.  Mary  Star  of  the 
Sea  High  School.  This  case  did  not  involve  allegations  of  sexual  abuse  by  Monsignor 
Loomis. 

•  Summary  of  superior  court  file  relating  to  the  other  case,REDACTED  The  Roman 
Catholic  Archbishop  of  Los  Angeles.  This  case  did  not  involve  allegations  of  sexual 
abuse  by  Monsignor  Loomis. 

•  Memorandum  of  22  April  2002  from  Monsignor  Craig  A.  Cox  to  Monsignor  Loomis  and 
REDACTED         concerninjREDACTED  .  This  is  included  because 

Monsignor  Loomis  andREDACTED  knew  and  associated  with  each  other  during  the 
time  in  question. 

REDACTED        r  „. 

•  _  Confidential  Database  record. 

REDACTED    .       .        .  1  REDACTED 

•  .  interview  with 


REDACTED      .         .         .^RFDArTFn  ■  .  REDACTED 

.  .  interview  wittIAIZLJAAO  1  ^u  concerning  a  report  made  by 

REDACTED 

interview  with^EDACTED      in  whichREDACTED  relates  an  incident 
which  occurred  during  the  summer  of  1974  in  which  Monsignor  made  inappropriate 
remarks  about  young  boys  who  were  wearing  swimming  trucks  and  later  made  a  "pass"  at 
him.  REDACTED  was  m  aduit  at  tne  time. 

redacted    j^erview  withREDACTED  in  which  REDACTED 

relates  a  complaint  that  he  received  during  the  summer  of  1974  involving  sexual 
molestation  of  REDACTED        a  minor,  by  Monsignor  Loomis  while  he  was  a 
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seminarian  assigned  to  Corpus  Christi.  REDACTED        reported  the  incident  to 
Monsignor  Craig  Cox  after  received  notification  that  an  announcement  was  going  to  be 
made  at  Monsignor  Loomis'  parish  that  he  had  been  named  in  a  superior  court  complaint. 

•  Redacted     interview  wiffREDACTED       in  whichREDACTED  states  Monsignor 
Loomis  fondled  his  genitals  on  three  or  four  occasions  when  he  went  swimming  at 
Monsignor  Loomis'  parents'  home  during  the  summer  of  1 974. 

The  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board  considered  Monsienor  Loomis'  case  at  its  meeting  on 
January  28, 2004.  The  information  received  fronREDACTED        was  not  known  at  that  time. 
It  was  the  consensus  of  the  Board  that  ^^^^^  hf}  made to  obtain  additional  information 
fronR EDACTEDjndan  interview  with  _     and  that  the  investigation  continue  with  a 

follow  up  report  at  the  next  meeting,  which  is  February  1 1, 2004. 

I  have  kept  ^  E  DACTE  D  advised  of  developments. 

Please  let  me  know  if  you  have  any  questions  or  desire  further  elaboration  or  information. 


REDACTED 

cc: 


&  Monsignor  Craig  A.  Cox  (w/  enclosures) 


MEMORANDUM 


TO :  Cardinal  Roger  Mahony 

REDACTED 


FROM: 


REDACTED 

Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board 


RE:  Recommendation  of  the  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board 

Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis  (CMOS  071-01) 

DATE:         February  11,  2004 


The  Board  discussed  the  case  of  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis  at  its  meeting  on  February  11, 
2004. 

As  you  know.REDACTED  vas  one  0f  a  number  of  plaintiffs  in  a  complaint  filed  in  the  Los 
Angeles  Superior  Court  on  December  17.  2003REDACTED  alleges  that  Brother  Beckett,  now 
known  as  Richard  A.  Loomis,  andREDACTED  sexually  molested  him  at  many 

different  places  from  approximately  1969  through  approximately  1971  when  he  was  a  student  at 
Pater  Noster  High  School.  No  details  are  stated  in  the  complaint 

On  December  23,  2003,  you  asked  me  in  my  capacity  as  Chairman  of  the  Clergy  Misconduct 
Oversight  Board  to  head  a  special,  totally  independent  investigation  of  the  allegations  against 
Monsignor  Loomis  and  report  my  findings  and  recommendations  to  you  directly  and  to  the 
Oversight  Board.  I  employed REDACTED  REDACTED      ^     and  a  licensed  investigator,  to 
assist  me  in  my  investigation.  REDACTED  nas  Deeil  appointed  as  a  Canonical  Auditor  for 
purposes  of  this  investigation. 

I  wrote  tcREDACTED  ^       attorney,  on  January  2  and  1 6, 2004  requesting 

additional  information  and  an  interview  with  his  client.  I  received  no  response  to  either  letter. 
At  my  request, REDACTED   cr^tactedR  ED  ACTED  office  on  February  9  in  an  effort  to  obtain 
an  interview  witfc  EU^redacted    was  not  in      ^  person  wfta  whom 

REDACTEDspoke  was  not  authorized  to  make  that  decision  and  was  not  encouraging. 

On  February  9,  2004, 1  sent  you  my  report  of  the  results  of  the  investigation  to  that  date.  Since 
then  I  received  a  follow-up  report  fronREDACTED   an  Addendum  to  his  previous  interview  with 
REDACTED  A  copy  of  the  Addendum  is  enclosed  herewith. 

The  body  of  the  charges  are  contained  in  the  following  reports: 

REDACTED   .    .       -^REDACTED     •     u-  u redacted  .  . 

•  .nterview  with  r^^UfV^  1  CLJ     m  which  relates  an  incident 

which  occurred  during  the  summer  of  1974  in  which  Monsignor  Loomis,  while  a 

seminarian,  made  inappropriate  remarks  about  young  boys  who  were  wearing  swimming 
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trucks  and  later  made  a  "pass"  at  him.  REDACTED  ws&  &  young  adult  (age  23)  at  the  time. 
You  were  provided  with  a  copy  of  this  report  on  February  9. 

•  REDACTED    interview  withR  ED  ACTED  inwhiclREDACTED 

relates  a  complaint  that  he  received  during  the  summer  of  1974  involving  the  sexual 
molestation  of  REDACTED      ,  a  minor,  by  Monsignor  Loomis  while  he  was  a 
seminarian  assigned  to  Corpus  Christi  for  the  summer.REDACTED        reported  the 
incident  to  Monsignor  Craig  Cox  approximately  ten  days  ago  after  he  received 
notification  that  an  announcement  had  been  made  at  Monsignor  Loomis'  parish  that  he 
had  been  named  in  a  superior  court  complaint.  You  were  provided  with  a  copy  of  this 
report  on  February  9 . 

.  redacted    interview  withREDACTED       in  which  REDACTED  that 
Monsignor  Loomis  fondled  his  genitals  on  three  or  four  occasions  when  he  went 
swimming  at  Monsignor  Loomis'  parents'  home  during  the  summer  of  1974. 
redacted  was  ten  years  old  at  the  time.  You  were  provided  with  a  copy  of  this  report  on 
February  9. 

•  REDACTED   .  follow-up  interview  withl'^^^"'"'"^  enclosed  herewith. 

The  CMOB  members  were  very  disappointed  and  saddened  to  learn  of  these  charges  involving 
Monsignor  Loomis.  I  and  several  of  the  members  of  the  Board  worked  with  him  while  he  served 
as  Vicar  for  Clergy  and  in  his  present  assignment.  We  all  expressed  our  concern  for  him 
personally  and  our  appreciation  for  the  good  work  he  has  done  for  the  Archdiocese  and  the 
Catholic  community  over  the  years. 

REDACTED 

The  case  was  discussed  at  some  length.  The  Board  found  that  the  statement  made  by 
REDACTED  appears  tQ  ]je  credible  and  is  corroborated  by  the  statement  0jREDACTED  ^  ■™JKT* 
redacted  wag  ten  years  Q^        time,  that  the  actions  complained  of  are  clearly  child  sexual 
abuse,  and  that  the  zero  tolerance  policy  applies.  Monsignor  Loomis  has  not  been  confronted 
and  advised  of  the  charges  by  Monsimmr  Cmc  andREDACTED  as  yet.  They  have  an  appointment 
to  meet  with  him  and  his  attorney,  REDACTED  tomorrow  afternoon  to  obtain  his  statement. 

Accordingly,  and  reluctantly,  unless  something  develops  from  tomorrow's  interview  with 
Monsignor  Loomis  that,  in  my  view,  warrants  further  consideration  by  the  Board,  it  is  the 
recommendation  of  the  Board  that  Monsignor  Loomis  be  immediately  placed  on  administrative 
leave  pending  further  investigation. 

REDACTED  .  . .  _  .    .  _    ,  .     ,  ' 

cc:  &  Monsignor  Craig  A.  Cox  (w/  enclosure) 


PRIVILEGE  &  CONFIDENTIAL 


REDACTED 
(Addendum  to  previous  interview  report) 

On  February  9,  2004,^EDACTED  vEDACTED    tei^nonicarjv  re-contacted 

redacted  to  ask  him  some  follow-up  questions  concerning  himself  and  the 

information  he  furnished  on  February  6,  2004  when  he  stated  that  Richard  Loomis 
fondled  him  on  three  or  four  occasions  in  1974  after  inviting  him  to  swim  in  the  pool  at 
his  (Loomis')  parents'  home  in  Pacific  Palisades. 

HbUACltU  REDACTED 

He  is  "  years  of  age,  married  and  has  a  son,  agi '  "  and  a  daughter,  age  w^t+gnded 
redacted  andREDACTED  His  father  was  a 

RED.^IED  graduate  and  his  uncle  was  a  ;REDACTED  t.  He  has  many  friends  who  are 

priests  and  values  their  friendship.  He  has  never  let  Richard  Loomis'  misconduct  in  this 

regard  affect  his  high  regard  for  the  many  good  priests  he  has  known  and  befriended 

since  that  happened. 

He  has  been  a  REDACTED  •  He  has  never  been  arrested  for  anything.  He  has 

never  experienced  any  emotional  or  psychological  problems  as  a  result  of  being  molested 
by  Richard  Loomis. 

He  had  no  recollection  of  Richard  Loomis  ever  changing  into  a  swim  suit  or  joining  him 
in  the  swirrrrriing  pool  while  he  swam  alone.  He  had  no  recollection  of  Loomis  ever 
disrobing  or  exposing  himself  when  he  fondled  him  as  he  was  changing  into  his  swim 
suit  and  later  back  into  his  street  clothes. 

He  did  not  know  if  any  of  the  other  students  at  Corpus  Christi  grade  school  in  Pacific 
Palisades  were  molested  by  Richard  Loomis.  He  had  no  recollection  of  anyone 
mentioning  anything  like  that  to  him.  He  was  much  more  friendly  and  outgoing  than  the 
other  boys  at  the  school  and  Loomis  may  have  been  attracted  to  him  for  that  reason.  He 
is  still  close  with  many  of  his  schoolmates  from  Corpus  Christi  grade  school,  but  would 
be  reluctant  to  ask  them  about  that  because  it  would  mean  revealing  to  his  friends  what 
Richard  Loomis  did  to  him. 

redacted  3Xpressed  his  satisfaction  that  something  was  finally  being  done  about  Richard 
Loomis  at  this  time  because  he  has  wondered  in  the  past  if  Loomis  had  molested  other 
kids  after  he  was  sexually  abused  by  him  in  1 974. 


Msgr.  Richard  A.  Loomis 

1190  PalomarRoad 
San  Marino,  C A  91108 


February  13, 2004 


Cardinal  Roger  Mahony  REDACTED 
Archbishop  of  Los  Angeles 
3424  Wilshire  Boulevard 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90010 


Your  Eminence, 

I  am  writing  to  request  a  leave  of  absence  from  active  ministry.  I  have  been  led  to 
believe  that  you  would  be  open  to  such  a  request  by  Msgr.  Craig  Cox,  I  ask  that  the  leave 
would  be  immediate. 

The  past  years  have  been  very  hard  on  me  and  the  recent  allegation  has  hit  me  very  hard, 
making  it  difficult,  if  not  impossible,  to  carry  out  my  duties  correctly.  The  stress  level  in 
my  life  has  become  too  much  for  me  to  handle  right  now. 

Whether  I  will  apply  to  return  to  ministry  at  some  time  in  the  future  or  take  another 
course  remains  to  be  seen.  I  am  in  no  emotional  state  to  make  such  decisions  at  this  time, 

I  will  keep  Msgr.  Cox's  office  informed  of  my  whereabouts. 

Your  will  remain  in  my  prayers,  as  I  hope  I  will  be  in  yours. 


PAX! 


Rev.  Msgr.  Richard  A.  Loomis 


Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 


Office  of 
Vicar  for  Clergy 
(213)  637-7284 


3424 

Wilshire 

Boulevard 


Los  Angeles 

California 

90010-2241 


TO:  Presbyterate  of  the  Archdiocese 

FROM:  Monsignor  Craig  A.  Cox,  Vicar  for  Clergy 

RE:  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 

DATE:  15  February  2004 


My  brothers, 

In  fulfillment  of  our  efforts  to  keep  you  informed,  I  wanted  to  bring  you  the  following 
information. 

FirstREDACTED  also  has  been  named  in  an  abuse  lawsuit.  The  Clergy  Misconduct 

Oversight  Board  has  done  its  initial  review  andREDACTED  will  remain  in  ministry. 
Announcements  are  being  made  at  his  parish  this  weekend  to  inform  his  people. 

It  is  my  sad  duty  to  announce  to  you  that  Monsignor  Richard  Loomis  has  begun  a  leave  of 
absence.  Attached  is  a  copy  of  the  announcement  that  was  made  at  Saints  Felicitas  and  Perpetua 
Parish  this  weekend.  Should  any  of  you  wish  to  write  with  Monsignor  Loomis,  you  may  do  so 
either  through  the  parish  or  my  office.  Keep  him  in  your  prayer.  Let  us  also  keep  each  other  in 
regular  prayer,  for  this  is  a  trying  time  for  us  all.  And  please,  continue  regular  prayer  for  all 
victims  of  sexual  abuse. 

Thank  you. 
attachment 


Pastoral  Regions: 


Our  Lady  of  the  Angels     San  Fernando     San  Gabriel     San  Pedro     Santa  Barbara 


MEMORANDUM 


Tn.  REDACTED 

■  REDACTED 

FROM:  REDACTED 

Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board 

RE:  Recommendation  of  the  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board 

Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis  (CMOB-071-01) 

DATE:  February  17,  2004 


I  am  encIosing^^^<^"'"^^nten'i™A/ivith  Monsignor  Loomis  on  February  12, 2004,  and 
his  interview  witn  r  ED         on  February  13,  2004. 


cc:  Msgr.  Craig  A.  Cox 


RCALA  006026 


F 


Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 


Office  of 
Vicar  for  Clergy 
(213)  637-7234 


3424 

Wllshire 

Boulevard 


Los  Angeles 

California 

90010-2202 


February  17,  2004 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 

Dear 

Enclosed,  please  find  copies  of  the  materials  related  to  the  charges  against  Monsignor  Richard  A. 
Loomis  that  I  promised  to  send  you  when  we  met  Thursday. 

Thank  you  for  your  service  of  Monsignor  Loomis  at  this  most  difficult  time.  May  God  bless 
you! 

Sincerely  yours, 


enclsoures 


Pastoral  Regionsi    Our  Udy  of  the  Angels    San  Fernando    San  Gabriel    San  Pedro    Santa  Barbara 
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Mahony:  Protecting  Minors  TJob  V 

The  cardinal  says  the  number  of  alleged  victims  of  molestations 
by  priests  is  surprisingly  high,  but  that  promised  action  is  being 
taken. 

By  Larry  B.  Stammer,  Richard  Winton  and  Jean  Guccione 
Times  Staff  Writers 

February  18,2004 

Cardinal  Roger  M.  Mahony  said  Tuesday  that  he  was  surprised  at  the  number  of  victims  of  alleged 
sexual  abuse  by  priests  in  the  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles  over  the  past  73  years  —  656  according  to  a 
new  report  —  and  renewed  his  pledge  that  the  protection  of  minors  from  molesting  priests  remained 
"jobl." 

Mahony,  the  Roman  Catholic  archbishop  of  Los  Angeles,  said  recent  actions  by  the  archdiocese  to 
remove  a  once  high-ranking  priest  from  a  San  Marino  parish  as  well  as  the  decision  to  reveal  the  names 
of  21 1  priests  accused  of  wrongdoing  had  provided  evidence  that  the  archdiocese  was  keeping  its  word. 

The  report  released  Tuesday  by  the  archdiocese,  which  tracked  sexual  abuse  claims  from  1931  through 
last  year,  is  proof  of  his  determination  to  be  "open  and  transparent,"  Mahony  said.  He  added  that  he 
hoped  sexual  abuse  victims  who  had  not  spoken  out  would  scan  the  names  and  be  encouraged  to  step 
forward. 

"There  are  probably  other  victims  out  there,"  Mahony  said.  "I  am  hopeful  that  if  they  look  at  this  list . . . 
that  they  will  say,  'Oh,  I  recognize  that  name.  I  had  a  problem  but  I  was  afraid  to  come  forward  or  say 
anything.'  They  might  have  courage  now  to  say,  T  need  help,  too,'  "  Mahony  said. 

Meanwhile,  Los  Angeles  County  Dist.  Atty.  Steve  Cooley  renewed  demands  that  the  church  produce 
personnel  records  of  suspected  priests.  The  church  has  argued  that  the  records  are  protected  by  the  state's 
constitutional  right  to  privacy  and  the  1st  Amendment's  freedom  of  religion  clause. 

"The  assertion  by  the  Archdiocese  of  the  pastoral  privilege  must  give  way  to  a  more  compelling  state 
interest,"  Cooley  said  Tuesday. 

"That  interest  is  the  prosecution  of  those  who  would  molest  children,  regardless  of  their  status,"  he  said. 
There  is  currently  one  criminal  case  pending  against  a  former  priest  in  Los  Angeles  County.  The  names 
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of  the  accused  clergy  in  the  archdiocesan  report  were  drawn  from  civil  lawsuits,  criminal  filings  and 
direct  complaints  to  the  church. 

Outside  the  Roman  Catholic  Cathedral  of  Our  Lady  of  the  Angels  in  downtown  Los  Angeles,  a  dozen  or 
so  abuse  victims  called  the  report  only  a  "baby  step,"  in  the  right  direction.  They  said  the  cardinal  was 
trying  to  take  credit  for  the  work  of  victims  who  had  come  forward. 

"In  truth,  Mahony  didn't  make  most  of  those  abusers'  names  public.  Brave  survivors  and  persistent 
prosecutors  did,"  said  Mary  Grant,  southwest  regional  director  for  Survivors  Network  for  Those  Abused 
by  Priests.  "The  vast  majority  of  them  have  already  been  in  the  public  eye  thanks  to  the  courage  of 
victims,  not  Mahony." 

The  archdiocese's  report  is  part  of  a  nationwide  study  ordered  by  the  National  Review  Board  of  the  U.S. 
Conference  of  Catholic  Bishops  to  determine  the  extent  of  sexual  abuse  in  the  U.S.  Roman  Catholic 
church.  The  full  nationwide  study  is  expected  to  be  released  later  this  month. 

It  will  give  the  total  number  of  priests  accused  of  abuse,  but  not  a  diocese  by  diocese  breakdown.  Unlike 
the  report  by  the  Los  Angeles  Archdiocese,  the  national  report  is  not  expected  to  list  the  names  of  priests 
accused  of  abuse. 

In  an  interview  at  the  Cathedral  Conference  Center  downtown,  Mahony  took  personal  responsibility  for 
the  archdiocese's  past  failures  and  for  his  transfer  of  several  abusive  priests  to  new  parishes  after  they 
had  been  treated  and  counseled. 

"We  gave  many  examples  of  where  I  failed,  where  we  made  mistakes,  and  we  highlighted  them," 
Mahony  said  of  the  report.  "We  said  'Look,  in  those  years  this  is  what  we  thought.  This  is  what  we  did. 
And  now  we  obviously  do  things  differently.'  We  acknowledge  those  mistakes,"  he  said. 

The  California  Legislature's  decision  in  2002  to  allow  victims  of  old  abuse  cases  to  sue  the  church 
during  2003  —  a  one-year  exemption  from  the  statute  of  limitations  —  helped  to  prompt  many  victims 
to  come  forward  with  their  accounts,  Mahony  said.  Of  the  656  victims  of  abuse  listed  in  the 
archdiocesan  report,  522  have  come  forward  since  2002. 

"I  think  the  fact  that  the  statute  of  limitations  had  been  lifted  led  to  that,"  Mahony  said. 

The  church  took  no  position  when  the  Legislature  approved  the  one-year  waiver  in  2002,  but  Mahony 
said  he  would  oppose  changing  the  deadline  once  again.  Further  extensions  of  the  deadline  for  filing 
suits  over  old  cases  would  delay  settlement  of  the  existing  cases,  Mahony  said. 

"I  don't  think  it  should  have  been  extended  in  the  first  place,"  Mahony  said.  "I  think  it  would  be  very 
harmful  to  the  victims,  primarily,  because  if  it  were  extended  another  year,  say,  we  could  never  reach 
settlement  in  the  cases  we've  got  until  we  know  what  additional  cases  there  are." 

"So  that  means  that  everyone  who's  waiting  now  would  have  to  wait  until  2005  if  that  were  the  case,  and 
I  don't  mink  anyone  wants  to  do  that,"  Mahony  said. 

Sexual  abuse  is  on  the  wane,  both  in  the  Los  Angeles  Archdiocese,  the  nation's  largest,  and  across  the 
country,  Mahony  said,  citing  the  U.S.  Conference  of  Catholic  Bishops'  decision  to  implement  a  "zero 
tolerance"  church  policy  against  the  sexual  abuse  of  minors. 

Mahony  said  the  archdiocese's  recent  treatment  of  Msgr.  Richard  Loomis,  the  once  high-ranking  church 
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official,  is  proof  that  the  new  system  is  working.  Several  years  earlier,  Loomis  had  served  as  Mahony's 
vicar  of  clergy,  whose  responsibilities  included  overseeing  sexual  abuse  cases  against  fellow  priests. 

On  Feb.  1,  church  officials  told  parishioners  at  Sts.  Felicitas  and  Perpetua  Parish  in  San  Marino  that 
Loomis,  their  pastor,  had  been  accused  in  a  lawsuit  of  having  sexually  abused  a  teenage  boy. 

The  alleged  abuse  took  place  between  1969  and  1971  before  Loomis  became  a  priest  and  while  he  was 
teaching  at  a  Catholic  high  school. 

The  parish  was  told  that  there  "was  no  credible  evidence  of  misconduct"  and  that  Loomis  had  Mahony's 
"complete  confidence"  and  would  remain  their  pastor. 

Last  Thursday,  however,  the  parish  was  told  that  another  person  claiming  to  be  a  victim  had  been 
identified  and  that  the  archdiocese  was  placing  Loomis  on  administrative  leave.  The  second  victim  had 
been  contacted  by  archdiocesan  investigators. 

"I  think  that  illustrates  it,  that  very  case,"  Mahony  said.  "In  the  first  instance  there  was  some  allegation 
made.  The  victim  refused  to  be  interviewed."  Because  of  that,  the  archdiocesan  Clergy  Misconduct 
Review  Board  "felt  that  we  don't  have  enough  evidence  to  put  [Loomis]  on  administrative  leave." 

"But  they  continue  to  monitor  these  cases.  That's  just  not  the  end  of  it,"  Mahony  said.  "But  then  other 
evidence  came  forward  which  they  then  were  able  to  investigate  and  interview  the  party.  And  based  on 
their  investigation  they  determined  that  there  was  sufficient  credible  evidence  to  move  forward  and  put 
[Loomis]  on  administrative  leave." 

Mahony  said  he  knew  Loomis  was  well  respected  by  his  parish  and  many  others  in  the  archdiocese  for 
his  work  over  the  years.  "I  mean,  they  all  know  him  and  love  him  as  well.  That's  not  the  point.  The  point 
is  we  have  policies.  We  have  procedures  and  are  following  them  regardless  where  that  leads,"  Mahony 
said. 

The  decision  to  list  the  names  of  21 1  priests,  deacons,  brothers  and  seminarians  who  had  been  accused 
of  sexual  abuse  came  after  he  had  asked  the  archdiocese's  priest  council  for  advice,  Mahony  said. 

He  said  he  told  the  priests  he  wanted  to  be  as  open  and  transparent  as  possible.  In  the  end,  he  said,  the 
priests  had  agreed  that  the  names  should  be  publicized  for  "the  greater  good  of  the  church."  He  said 
some  priests  were  surprised  when  they  saw  the  names  of  some  of  their  colleagues  on  the  list. 

* 

(BEGIN  TEXT  OF  INFOBOX) 
The  accused 

The  following  is  a  list  of  201  priests,  deacons,  brothers  and  seminarians  identified  by  the  Roman 
Catholic  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles  as  having  been  accused  of  sexually  abusing  minors  and  the  years 
the  abuse  allegedly  occurred.  Some  of  the  allegations  have  been  discredited. 

Accused  of  molesting  12  youths: 

Cimmarrusti,  Mario,  1962-69 
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Garcia,  Peter,  1961-83 
Harris,  Michael  A.,  1972-90 
Accused  of  molesting  1 1  youths : 
Kearney,  Christopher,  1971-84 
Lovell,  Larry,  1974-85 
Accused  of  molesting  10  youths: 
Dawson,  John  H.,  1972-82 
Falvey,*  Mark,  1959-75 
Accused  of  molesting  nine  youths: 
Ramos,  Eleuterio,  1972-89 
Accused  of  molesting  eight  youths: 
Barmasse,  Kevin  P.,  1982-88 
Buckley,  Michael  D.,  1 965-75 
Fessard,  Gerald  B.,  1965-79 
Accused  of  molesting  seven  youths: 
Martinez,  Ruben,  1970-81 
Vetter  *  Henry  Xavier,  1953-73 
Accused  of  molesting  six  youths : 
Coughlin,  Richard  T.,  1965-81 
Daley,*  Wallace  J.,  1957-63 
Dominguez,  Jesus  Jesse,  1973-88 
Miller,  George  M.,  1974-88 
Rodriguez,  Carlos  Rene,  1984-94 
Salazar,  John  Anthony,  1980-86 
Van  Handel,  Robert,  1 970-82 
Accused  of  molesting  five  youths: 
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Atherton,  Gregory,  1967-86 
Sandstrorn,  Lawrence,  1955-69 
Warren,*  A.  Thomas,  1991 
Accused  of  molesting  four  youths : 
Castro,  Willebaldo,  1973-78 
Ginty,*  Denis,  1932-80 
Kelly,  Patrick,  1991 
Kohlbeck,  Frank,. 1981-83 
Miani,  Titian  Jim,  1957-67 
Pecharich,  Michael,  1974-84 
Quinlan,*  Celestine,  1957-63 
Savino,  Dominic,  1977-80 
Sheahan,  John,  1961-65 
Accused  of  molesting  three  youths : 
Buckman,  Franklin,  1962-81 
Caffoe,  Lynn,  1973-94 
Casey,  Edward,  1974-79 
Duggan,*  Albert  J.,  1963-71 
Grimes,*  James,  1958-59 
Lyons,  Denis,  1968-82 
Marshall,  Thomas,  1960-63 
Nocita,  Mike,  1975-84 
O'Connor,  Donal,  1959-61 
Reilly,  Terrence,  1959-76 
Ruhl,  John,  1970-82 
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Sullivan,*  Thomas,  1952-58 
Wolfe,*  Phillip,  1975-89 
Ziemann,  G.  Patrick,  1967-86 
Accused  of  molesting  two  youths: 
Abercrombie,*  Leonard,  1970s 
Ahumada,  Arturo,  1999-2000 
Anderson,*  Roger,  1981-83 
Boyer,*  Leland,  1973-82 
Cabot,  Samuel,  1980-85 
Carey,*  CleveW.,  1963-66 
Carriere,*  David,  1978-79 
Cotter,  Patrick  J.,  1 963-64 
Cronin,  Sean,  1972-80 
DeLisle,*  Harold  F.,  1967-77 
Gallagher,*  George  Michael,  1953-62 
Garcia,  Cristobal,  1980-84 
Hanley,  Bernard  Brian,  1965 
Hawkes,*  Benjamin,  1973-85 
Hernandez,  Stephen,  1984-85 
Jaramiilo,  Luis,  1986-88 
Johnson,  Dave,  1977-79 
Lindner,  Jerold,  1973-85 
Loomis,  Richard  A.,  1969-74 
Mahony,  Roger,  1970-93 
McKeon,*  Martin,  1962-65 
Moody,  Michael  Andre,  1980 
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Pina,  Joseph  D.,  1979-90 
Plesetz,  Gerald,  1973-77 
Rowe,*  Dorian,  1967-79 
Santillan,  John,  1977-85 
Scott,*  George,  1947-58 
Sharpe,*  Joseph,  1958-64 
Stadtfeld,*  Joseph,  1958-66 
Stallkamp,*  Louis  G.,  1974-79 
Tepe*  Raymond  (Jose),  1958-68 
VanLiefde,  Christopher,  1971-75 
Wadeson,  John,  1973-77 
Weber,*  Francis  J.,  1959 
Accused  of  molesting  one  youth: 
Alzugaray,  Joseph,  1967-70 
Arzube,  Juan,  1975-76 
Balbin,  Victor,  1978-84 
Berbena,  Christopher,  1980 
Berumen,  Matthias  A.,  1990 
Brennan,*  John  Lawrence,  1954—56 
Cabaong,  Honorato,  1978-84 
Cairns,  James,  1971-73 
Carroll,  Michael  J.,  1968-71 
Casey,*  John  Joseph,  1944-45 
Cavalli,  Vincent  V.,  1966-68 
Coffield,  John  V.,  1959-60 
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Corral,  Andres  S.,  1981 
Cosgrove,*  John  V.,  1979-80 
Cousineau,  David,  1970-73 
Cremins,*  Daniel  J.,  1965-71 
Graces,  Angel,  1978-84 
Deady,*  John  P.,  1956-57 
DeFore,  Donald,  1977-78 
DeJonghe,*  Harold,  1980-82 
Diesta,  ArwynN.,  1982 
DiPeri,  Joseph  B.,  1977 
Doan,  Michael  Son  Trong,  1999 
Dober,  Edward,  1989 
Doherty,*  JohnB.,  1967-69 
Dolan,*  James,  1962 
Dowd,*  Francis,  1963 
Dunne,  Joseph,  1993 
English,*  Thomas  Patrick,  1969-70 
Farabaugh,*  Clint,  1973-75 
Farmer,  Donald  G.,  1967-69 
Farris,*  JohnV.,  1951-54 
Faue  *  Mathias,  1965-67 
Fernando,  Arthur,  1973-75 
Fernando,  Walter,  1980-81 
Fitzpatrick,*  James  J.,  1962-63 
Fitzpatrick,  Thomas  Q.,  1987 
Foley,  George,  1971-74 
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Ford,  James  M.,  1968-71 
Gaioni,  Dominic,  1977 
Granadino,  David  F.,  1985-88 
Grill,  Philip,  1965-66 
Guerrini,  Roderic  M.,  1976-78 
Gunst,*  George,  1955 
Guzman,*  Vincente,  1931-41 
Haran,*  Michael  Joseph,  1948 
Havel,  Thomas  E.,  1968-72 
HiU,  Patrick,  1979-81 
Horvath,*  Bertrand,  1971-74 
Hunt,*  Michael  A.,  1957-58 
Hurley,*  John  J.,  1949 
James,  Joseph,  1958 
Jayawardene,  Tilak  A.,  1990 
Jimenez-Pelayo,  Emmanuel,  1975 
Juarez,  Anthony,  1957-58 
Kareta,  Greg,  1980 
Kavanaugh,  Philip,  1973-74 
Keeney,  John,  1974-76 
Kelly,*  Matthew  H.,  1969-71 
Kenny,  John,  1976-77 
Klikunes,  Bruce,  1976-77 
Kohnke,*  John,  1973-74 
Lacar,  Sylvio,  1978-84 
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Lapierre,  David,  1983-84 
Leon,  Modesto,  1995-96 
Loofborough,  Charles,  1978-81 
Lopez,  Joseph,  1963-66 
Lorenzoni,  Larry,  1957-58 
MacSweeney,*  Eugene,  1959 
Maio,  Eugene  A.,  1963 
Manning,  Robert,  1970-71 
Martin,*  James  Aloysius,  1934-38 
Martinez,  Ernest,  1965-66 
Martini,  Richard  M.,  1990-91 
Mateo,  Leonardo,  1959 
Mateos,  Francisco,  1976-79 
McElhatton,*  Thomas,  1943-45 
McGloin,  James,  1963 
McHugh,  Patrick,  1972-74 
McNamara,  Patrick,  1960s 
Mendez,  Jose  J„  1985-87 
Meyer,  Louis  L.,  1968-69 
Molthen,*  Vincent,  1961-62 
Monte,*  Alfred,  1947 
Nwankwo,  Cyril,  1997 
O'Carroll,*  Charles,  1956-58 
O'Dwyer,*  Patrick  F.,  1959 
O'Loghlen,  Martin,  1965-68 
Orellana,  Samuel,  1987 
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Pacheco,  Gary,  1975 
Peck,  Daniel  P,  1996 
Pena,Amado,  1981-83 
Pick,*  Louis  V.,  1947 
Ploughman,  Bernard,  1963 
Porter,  Thomas  A.,  1965-70 
Reilly,  Patrick,  1980-84 
Roebert,  Michael,  1969-70 
Roper,  William,  1970-73 
Rozo  Rincon,  Efrain,  1969 
Ryan,*  Joseph  Francis,  1945 
Salinas,*  Gabriel,  1958-60 
Sanchez,  Juan,  1992  . 
Sanchez,  Manuel,  1978-81 
Schaller,  Emmett  Gilroy,  1979-80 
Scheier,*  Maurice,  1948 
Sharkey,  Joe,  1968 
Specialle,  Stephen  Emmet,  1985-86 
Sprouffske,  Michael  M.,  1963-69 
Tacderas,  Joseph,  1983 
Tamayo,*  Santiago  L„  1978-84 
Teluma,  Lukas  Bao,  1995 
Terra,  Michael,  1979-80 
Thorne,  Vance,  early  1970s 
Tresler,  Carl  D.,  1998 
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Tugade,  Valentine,  1978-84 

Van  ter  Toolen,*  Vincent,  1961 

Verhart,  John,  1957-58 

Villa  Gomez,  Gillmero  Nemoria,  1964-65 

Villaroya,  Ernesto  Corral,  1983 

Weitz,*  Wilfred,  1959-61 

Wishard,  John  W.,  1980 

Source:  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 

Los  Angeles  Times 
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Tuesday,  February  17,  2004  9:25  AM 

ACG  Community  RFDAPTFD 
ImDortant  Message  *****Approved  byRCUrtU  '  cu 

REDACTED 


MEMORANDUM 


TO: 
FROM: 


ACC  FAMILY 
REDACTED 


DATE :         February  17, 2004 


As  you  Know  from  news  reports,  many  lawsuits  were  filed  in  the  month  of  December  that  allege  sexual 
abuse  of  minors  by  priests,  brothers,  nuns  and  laypersons  working  for  the  Church. 

You  may  have  read  that  Reverend  Monsignor  Richard  Loomis  has  been  placed  on  an  administrative 
leave.  This  news  is  particularly  difficult  for  us  here  at  the  ACC  since  Monsignor  Loomis  was  for  many 
years  part  of  this  family. 

We  will  continue  to  keep  you  informed  of  developments.  We  ask  you  to  please  pray  for  everyone 
involved  -  people  who  have  been  harmed  by  sexual  abuse,  for  Monsignor  Loomis  and  for  all  priests,  and 
for  those  conducting  the  investigations. 

May  the  Lord  continue  to  pour  out  his  blessings  upon  our  family  here  at  the  ACC. 


l 
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MEMORANDUM 


TO:  Monsignor  Craig  Cox 

REDACTED 


FROM: 


REDACTED 
Ciergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board 

DATE:  February  24,  2004 

RE:  Monsignor  Richard  Loomis  -  Investigation 


There  were  minor  errors  in  REDACTED    report  of  his  interviews  withREDACTED 
and  Monsianor  Loomis.  He  r^g^jf'^d  redacted  jn  the  last  paragraph  on  Page  1  and 
referred  toREDACTED  as  on  Page  2  of  his  interview  with  Monsjnnnr _i  nnr^is. 

He  mentioned  St.  Monica's  instead  of  Corpus  Christi  in  the  interview  0fREDACTED 
rredacted  |_|e  nas  corrected  these  in  the  enclosed  reports.  Please  substitute  these  for  the 
ones  I  sent  you  previously  and  discard  the  old  ones. 


Thank  you. 


Msgr.  (Richard 'JL.  Loomis 
1190<Pabmar<Rpad' 
San  Marino,  CA  91108 


March  4, 2004 


Reverend  Monsignor  Craig  Cox 
Archdiocesan  Catholic  Center 
3424  Wilshire  Boulevard 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90010 


Dear  Monsignor  Cox, 

My  last  letter  to  theREDACTEDwas  written  under  terrible  emotional  upheaval.  In  that 
letter,  I  asked  for  a  leave  of  ahsence.  I  wish  to  clarify  my  position. 

I  want  to  state  as  emphatically  as  possible  that  the  allegations  against  me  are  false  and 
that  I  intend  to  present  a  response  in  the  near  future.  I  have  every  intention  and  desire  to 
return  to  active  ministry.  I  have  no  intention  of  resigning  as  pastor  of  Saints  Felicitas  and 
Perpetua  Parish. 

Please  keep  me  in  your  prayers  as  you  are  in  mine.  May  the  holy  season  of  Lent  bring 
conversion  of  heart  to  us  all. 


Reverend  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 


MAR  8  ?004 


Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 


Office  of 
Vicar  for  Clergy 
(213)637-7284 


3424 

Wllshlre 

Boulevard 


Los  Angeles 

California 

90010-2202 


March  13,  2004 


Personal  and  Confidential 


Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 
Saints  Felicitas  and  Perpetua  Church 
1190  Palomar  Road 
San  Marino,  CA  91108-2283 

Dear  Monsignor  Loomis: 

This  is  to  acknowledge  your  letter  of  March  4,  2004.  The  Cardinal  and  I  had  fully  understood 
that  you  were  not  resigning  as  Pastor  of  Saints  Pelicitas  and  Perpetua  Parish.  During  this  time  of 
Administrative  Leave,  you  continue  in  that  office. 

I  am  grateful  that  you  reiterated  that  you  are  innocent  of  the  allegations  made  against  you  and  that 
you  will  he  preparing  a  further  response  to  them  in  the  near  future. 

Please  continue  to  keep  me  in  your  prayers  as  I  certainly  am  keeping  you  in  mine. 
Your  brother  in  Christ, 


Pastoral  Regions:     Our  Lady  of  the  Angels     San  Fernando     San  Gabriel     San  Pedro     Santa  Barbara 


Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 


Office  of 
Vicar  for  Clergy 
(213)  637-7284 


3424 

Wllshlre 

Boulevard 


Los  Angeles 
California 
900 1 0-2202 


March  17,  2004 


REDACTED 

St.  Lawrence  Martyr  Parish 
1900  South  Prospect  Avenue 
Redondo  Beach,  CA  90277-6003 

REDACTED 

Thank  you  very  much  for  your  letter  of  13  March  2004.  It  covered  the  territory  nicely. 
I'll  keep  you  posted  on  developments. 
God  bless! 

Your  brother  in  Christ, 


April  26,  2004 


Rev.  Msgr.  Richard  A.  Loomis 
REDACTED 


Dear  Msgr.  Loomis, 

.   REDACTED  REDACTED 
My  name  is  and  I  attended  Pater  Noster  High  School  from  1968  to  1971 , 

Class  of  '7 1,  asked  me  to  write  a  letter  of  support  for  you  in  reference  to  the  allegations  against 

you. 

I  was  a  quiet  student  and  I  don't  know  if  you  remember  me.  The  following  is  what  I  remember  of 
some  of  the  teachers  at  the  school.  As  a  student,  I  remember  a  lot  of  rumors  and  talk  about  the 
Brothers.  Every  day  there  was  something  new.  Here  is  a  list  of  some  of  the  rumors: 
REDACTED 


So  much  for  the  rumors.  There  were  also  positive  things  said  about  some  of  the  Brothers: 

■  REDACTED  vas  regarded  very  highly.  (I  think  he  was  my  favorite  Brother); 

■  ^    (The  girls  said  he  was  cute,  the  students  felt  he  was  a  really  great  guy.  I  don't 
remember  ever  speaking  to  him.) 

When  you  were  known  as  Brother  Beckett,  I  never  had  you  in  class,  I  never  went  to  the  Deans 
Office  and  I  don't  recall  ever  talking  to  you.  Many  times  I  did  listen  to  you  when  you  spoke  to 
other  students  and  you  were  always  proper  and  very  nice.  The  other  students  respected  you  and 
never  said  a  cross  word  about  you.  I  can  honestly  say  that  I  never  heard  any  rumors  about  you  in 
my  three  years  at  Pater  Noster. 

I  always  looked  to  you  as  a  great  teacher,  a  good  Brother  and  someone  who  always  had  the 
students'  interests  at  heart. 

REDACTED 


RCALA  006045 
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REDACTED 

From.REDACTED 

Sent:      Saturday,  May  15,  2004  9:23  PM 

To:  REDACTED 

Subject:  Re:  From  Dick  Loomis 

Dick, 

Our  challenge  is  to  pursue  faithfully  and  with  justice  two  legal  systems  at  the  same  time:  the  canonical  process, 
and  the  civil  process. 

I  am  as  anxious  as  you  are  to  approach  both  of  those  correctly  and  justly.  However,  it  is  not  in  your  best  interest 
to  blur  or  intertwine  the  two  distinct  processes. 

Since  the  civil  side  is  moving  through  mediation,  we  must  be  careful  to  do  nothing  on  the  canonical  side  that 
creates  problems  on  the  civil  side-now  or  later. 

Let  us  work  on  a  proposal  that  might  help  to  satisfy  both  aspects  of  your  situation. 

Will  get  back  to  you  as  soon  as  we  can  come  up  with  some  proposals  that  accomplish  both  objectives. 

Please  be  assured  of  my  prayers. 
REDACTED 


5/17/2004 
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REDACTED 


From.  REDACTED 

Sent:      Saturday,  May  1 5,  2004  5:14  PM 
To:  REDACTED 
Subject:  Re:  From  Dick  Loomis 

Your  Eminence, 

With  all  due  respect,  the  canonists  I  have  consulted  inform  me  that  USCCB  Charter  and  Norms  are  not  applicable 
in  examining  these  allegations,  as  the  alleged  incidents  stem  from  a  time  prior  to  my  ordination  to  the  diaconate. 
Hence,  I  was  not  a  cleric  at  the  time  of  these  alleged  incidents.  For  this  reason,  the  application  of  the  Charter  or 
the  Norms  is  not  appropriate  in  the  examination  of  these  allegations. 

I  look  forward  to  hearing  from  you  on  your  return  to  Los  Angeles.  I  appreciate  your  willingness  to  look  into  my 
requests. 

PAX! 

Dick 


Rev.  Msgr.  Richard  A.  Loomis 
1190  Palomar  Road 
San  Marino,  CA91108 


5/17/2004 
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REDACTED 


From:     Cox,  Msgr.  Craig  A. 

Sent:      Saturday,  May  15,  2004  1 :29  PM 
To.  REDACTED 

Cc: 

Subject:  RE:  From  Dick  Loomis 
Roger, 

I  raised  this  issue  before. 

With  regard  to  Monsignor  Loomis,  only  one  item  has  not  yet  been  forwarded  to  Dick.  This  is  an  interview  of  the 
mother  of  the  young  man  who  alleges  he njpi  iced.  I  myself  have  no^ seen  the  text  of  that  interview  yet.  It 
was  completed  later  in  the  process,  after    AT    an  dl  met  with  Dick.  _     has  not  gotten  a  copy  of  that 
interview  to  me  yet.  Copies  of  all  of  the  other  items  were  sent  to  Dick  andREDACTED  We  gave  those  materials 
to  them  earlier  than  would  be  normal  in  a  canonical  process,  since  we  were  still  at  taking  steps  in  thepreliminary 
investigation.  Normally  access  to  the  acts  comes  after  the  preliminary  investigation  is  closed  and  the  formal 
process  underway.  I  had  no  problem  providing  those  materials  to  Dick  earlier  than  normal  because  I  want  to 
respect  everyone's  right  of  defense.  And  since  there  is  the  civil  action  for  damages,  Dick  has  rights  connected 
with  that  too.  The  investigation  with  regard  to  Dick  still  is  open  because  we  need  to  speak  to  the  man  who  filed 
the  lawsuit.  We  still  have  not  had  access  to  that  person. 

The  investigator  Dick  andREDACTEDhired  is  problematic,  however.  Canonically,  he  is  not  a  canonical  auditor. 
Canonically,  the  appropriate  thing  is  for  Dick  to  propose  the  questions  he  wishes  to  have  asked  and  the  canonical 
auditor  ask  them.  This  would  be  my  recomendation  as  the  way  to  proceed.  But  apart  from  that,  I  suggest  you 
talk  tcREDACTED     The  particular  investigator  they  hired  has  left  a  bad  taste  in  his  mouth.  We  can't  have  people 
who  come  to  the  Church  later  turned  off  or  even  hounded  because  they  did  so.  Recently,  REDACTED  a|so  called 
REDACTED  to  request  materials. 

I  have  recommended  that  REDACTED  ancj  |  (and  anyone  else  needed)  sit  down  and  work  out  a 

way  of  sharing  information  with  the  attorneys  of  the  accused  that  respects  their  rights  but  does  not  impair  the 
canonical  process. 

REDACTED 


So  there  are  very  messy  issues  all  swirling  around  this. 
Craig 

 Or''"''"3'  Mpccnnp  

From;REDACTED 
Sent:  Saturday,  May  15,  2004  10:04  AM 
To:  Cox,  Msgr.  Craig  A.; REDACTED 
Subject:  Fwd:  From  Dick  Loomis 

Craig, 


5/17/2004 
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Not  sure  what  to  do  about  this  request.  I  want  to  follow  our  procedures  as  fully  as  possible,  and  we  can't 
make  any  exceptions. 

Thanks  for  your  guidance. 

+Roger 


5/17/2004 
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REDACTED 


From:  RRAL64@aol.com 

Sent:      Saturday,  May  15,  2004  5:14  PM 

To:  REDACTED 

Subject:  Re:  From  Dick  Loomis 

Your  Eminence, 

With  all  due  respect,  the  canonists  I  have  consulted  inform  me  that  USCCB  Charter  and  Norms  are  not  applicable 
in  examining  these  allegations,  as  the  alleged  incidents  stem  from  a  time  prior  to  my  ordination  to  the  diaconate. 
Hence,  1  was  not  a  cleric  at  the  time  of  these  alleged  incidents.  For  this  reason,  the  application  of  the  Charter  or 
the  Norms  is  not  appropriate  in  the  examination  of  these  allegations. 

I  look  forward  to  hearing  from  you  on  your  return  to  Los  Angeles.  I  appreciate  your  willingness  to  look  into  my 
requests. 

PAX! 

Dick 


Rev.  Msgr.  Richard  A.  Loomis 
1190  PalomarRoad 
San  Marino,  CA91108 


8/5/2004 
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REDACTED 


REDACTED 

From: 

Sent:      Saturday,  May  15,  2004  6:09  PM 
To:  REDACTED 
Subject:  Sharing  Materials 

REDACTED 

REDACTED 

With  the  question  on  the  Dick  Loomis  material,  I  do  not  see  any  way  that  will  want  to  talk  to  the 

investigator  for  Dick.  But  if  there  is  somethin  gpotentially  exonerating,  I  would  certainly  love  to  discover  it. 

REDACTED 

Perhaos  a  way  forward  is  for  there  to  be  a  mutual  agreement  that  we  will  share  materials  with  PROVIDED 
redacted  snares  everything  he  discovers  with  us.  A  one  way  feeing  into REDACTED roubles  me.  You  might  throw  that  into 
th  emix  as  discussions  go  o  this  week. 

Craig 


Craig  Cox 
REDACTED 


5/17/2004 
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REDACTED 

""REDACTED  " ~ 

From: 

Sent:     Saturday,  May  1 5,  2004  9:23  PM 
To:  REDACTED 
Subject:  Re:  From  Dick  Loomis 

Dick, 

Our  challenge  is  to  pursue  faithfully  and  with  justice  two  legal  systems  at  the  same  time:  the  canonical  process, 
and  the  civil  process. 

I  am  as  anxious  as  you  are  to  approach  both  of  those  correctly  and  justly.  However,  it  is  not  in  your  best  interest 
to  blur  or  intertwine  the  two  distinct  processes. 

Since  the  civil  side  is  moving  through  mediation,  we  must  be  careful  to  do  nothing  on  the  canonical  side  that 
creates  problems  on  the  civil  side-now  or  later. 

Let  us  work  on  a  proposal  that  might  help  to  satisfy  both  aspects  of  your  situation. 

Will  get  back  to  you  as  soon  as  we  can  come  up  with  some  proposals  that  accomplish  both  objectives. 

Please  be  assured  of  my  prayers. 

+Roger 


8/5/2004 
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MEMORANDUM 


TO:  Cardinal  Roger  Mahony 

FROM:        REDACTED        _  REDACTED 
Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board 

RE:  Mansignor  Richard  A,  Loomis  (CMOB-071-01) 

DATE:  May  18,  2004 


This  is  a  follow  up  to  my  reports  of  February  9,  2004  and  February  1 1 ,  2004  concerning 
the  status  of  the  case  of  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis. 

i  enclose  the  following  for  your  information  and  review: 

.  REDACTED  interview  withREDACTED  dated  February  11,  2004. 

•  REDACTED     interview  with  Msgr.  Richard  Loomis  dated  February  12,  2004. 

REDACTED    .  ,    .       --REDACTED  .  .   ■ »«  >  .„ 

•  interview  with  dated  February  13, 2004. 

^  redacted  ^  REDACTED       ^  REDACTED  da[ed 

March  30,  2004. 

I  b^yp  nareived  no  response  to  the  two  letters  I  sent  to  REDACTED 
redacted    tt  m  y  ,  whicn  ,  reqUested  tha1REDACTED     be  interviewed  byREDACTED 

REDACTED  3  ^  3 

Please  let  me  know  if  you  have  any  questions  or  wish  further  information. 


cc:      Msgr.  Craig  A.  Cox  (w/enclosures) 
REDACTED 


PERSONAL  &  CONFIDENTIAL 


REDACTED 


'  RFDAPTFn  REDACTED 

.  .On  February  11, 2OO4REDACTED  redacted 

REDACTED  '  ■ 


> - :  '  TT_ '  r ,  ;  +.  •  ^11^„;„„  ^fhrmatinn  ^REDACTED  who  identified  himself 
telephonically  furnished  the  Mowing  mlormation  tc  .  ^  _ 
a„  redacted  retard  by  the  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board  _ 

Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles  to  conduct  an  investigation  into  an  ^S^onhy  _ . 

redacted  ^Mopsignot  Richard  Loomis  sexually  molested  him  while  he  was  a  student 
at  Pater  Kcsfcr  high  School  ihl97i-72: 

.  Hehasbeeii a  teacher  at. St.  Vincent  de  Paul,  a  co-educational  high  school  in Petaiuroa,  . 
which  is  one  hour  north  of  SanFrancisco,  for  the  past  four  years. 

He  was  ordained  a5  a  priest  in  June  1979.  Prior  to  that  he  was  a  deacon  at  Ho^iy  Farnily  ■ 
,^h  inGlendale  &r  four  months  in  1979  before  ^^^e^v  SsS  in 
Father  ftchard  Loomis,  when  he  was  transferred  to  Bishop  Montgomery  Kgh  School  m 
Torrance  in  July  197.9.  /.,  '•'• 

He  lived  in  the  rectory  at  Holy  family  Parish  with  a  monsignor,  Father  Richard -Loomis 
St*o  Si*  priest  both  of  whom  are  now  deceased,  while  he s  was  a  deacon-  and  later 
X  he  became  a  prlest'ond  the  associate  pastor.  They  each  had  their  ™  £-^£8 
garters  which  consisted  of  one  room  and  abathroom.  There  was  also,  a  guest  room  for 


visitors. 


ttm  was  an  all-girls  Catholic  high  school  down  the  block  from  the  P^^  a  co- 
educational grammar  school  across  the  street  Three  girls,  two  of  which  were the  - 
monsignor's  nieces-  and  several  boys  helped  in  the  downstairs  area  of  the  rectory  by  ^ 
Srlg  the  telepU  .anddomg  other  tasks  duri^^ 

they  were  invited  to  have  lunch  at  the  rectory,  He  never  saw  any  of  the  boys  or  girls  ,m 
the  upstairs  area'of  the  rectory. 

Father  Loomis  was  a  Wstrange'*  man  and  he  was  never  comfortable  with  hini;  While 
the  monsignor  aiid  the  other  priests  had  single  beds  in  their  Uvrng  quarters,  Fattier 
Loomis  had  an  L  ,shap6d  couch  that  could  he  made  into  two  beds,  which^he  though *wf 
unusual  and  inconvenient:  He  never  saw  any  minors  or  adult  guests  m  Father  Loorms . 
quarters  during'the.fonr  months  the  two  of  them  lived  in  the  rectory.  The  only  thing Jhat 
.  STusua!  about  FatherLoomis'  relationship  with  the  minors  that  worked 
Was'thafhemadqoto^  Hewas  Possessive- 

oftherr^mthatway. 

Father  Loomis  was.  unusually  active  as  the  chaplain  for  the  Glendale  Fire  Departramt 
Sung-out"  at  the  fire  department  much  of  the  time.  He  somehmes  Spent  the » m£t  * 

temporary  red  light  on  the  roof  of  his  car  when  he  responded  to  fires  m  Glendale. 
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Interview  ^/REDACTED  -Continued 
PRIVILEGEP  &  CONFIDENTIAL 

He  thought  it  was  very  unusual  that  Father  Loomis  spent  much  of  his  time  at  the  fire 
station,  but  virtually  no  time  at  the  parish's  all-girls  high  school.  He  took  over  Father 
Loomis'  duties  as  the  chaplain  for  the  fire  department  after  be  was  transferred  and  Father 
Loomis  gave  him.  ait  the  equipment  he  had  accumulated  in  that  position.  He  was  much 
less  involved  with  that  assignment  as  he  felt  his  services  were  more  appropriately 
devoted,  to  the' parish  and  schools.-  He  concluded  that  he  and  Father  Loomis  had  a    . . 
' '  different  philosophy  about  how  they  should  practice  their  ministry. 

He  came  back  into' contact  with  Richard  Loomis  during  his  assignment  to  a  parish  in 
Monrovia  by  which  time  Father  Loomis.had  become  Monsignor  Loomis  and  was  the 
vicar  for  .clerev'.for  the  archdiocese.  HeREDACTED 

REDACTED 

.  brought  him  to  the  attention  of  Monsignor  Loomis.  He  felt  that  Monsignor  Loomis  did 
not  treat  him  fairly  in'  that  regard  and  had  some  hard  feelings  about  him  as  a  result  of  how 
he  handled  his  case. 

Howev6r_REDACTED  __        i  and  has  never  been  happier 

than  he  is  now  as  a' teacher  at  St  Vincent  de  Paul  High  School. 

He  had  nothing  in'the  way  of  direct  or  circumstantial  evidence  to  provide  about 
Monsignor  Loomis  with  regard  to  possible  sexual  misconduct  involving  minors.  There 
may  have  been  some' suspicion  or  rumors  to  that  effect,  but  nothing  of  substance  to  his 

•  knowledge.  He  would  have  ho  reservations  about  disclosing  such  information  abput 
Monsignor  Loomis  because  of  how  he  feels  about  the  problem  of  sexual  abuse  of  minors 

•  by  the  clergy  and  Monsignor  Loomis  personally,  but  it  would  not  be  appropriate  for  him 
to  speculate  on  such  a  serious  matter  based  on  his  knowledge  and  observations  of 
Monsignor  Loomis' conduct  in  that  regard. 
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PRIVILEGED  &  C0NFIDEISITI4L 


REDACTED 


On  February  13, 2004,'REDACTED  Bishop  Montgomery  High  • 

•  Rehatti.  543,O.Torrance  Blvd.,  Torrance.  CA  90503,  telephone  numberREDACTED 
.redacted  REDACTED  ftaished  the  following  information  t<REDACTED 

redacted^  identifiedhimselfas  iRE  DACTE  D     ■  retained  by  the  Clergy  Misconduct 
Oversight  Board  of  the  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles  to  conduct  an  investigation;  into  an 
.  .allegation  ^REDACTED  that  Monsignor  Richard  Loomis  sexually  molested  him  while 
he  .was?  a  student  at  Pater  Noster  High  School  in  1971-72:  '-.''-. 

'.  HemelREUAU  I  bU  and.  his  wife        in  1993  when  he  was  a  seminarian  assigned^ 

St.  ElizabetH  Parish  in  Van.KTiivs.  "^"^was  the  REDACTED  and  she  and 

'  •  we):e  a  REDACTED  for  the  parish.  They  have      children  andREDACTED  , 

redacted  He  became  friends  with  REDACTED  and  was 

a  frequent,  guest  in  their  home.  He  has  attended  family  functions,  including  first  -  .  • 
.  communions 'and  confirmations  for  their  children,  since  he  left  St,  Elizabeth  Parish,  after 
'  heyaaordainedas  anrieston  June^  1994.  He  still  gets  together  withREDA^D  about  once  a, 
.  yeaiREDACTED    had  some  marital  problems  several  years  ago,  but  resolved  those 
issues  and  have  a  good  marriage.. 

REDACTED  •  '  . 

. .  /is  a  "gentle  type  of  guy"  who  speaks  in  a  "soft  voice."  He  came  from'.a  good' 
.'  Catholic  family  and  apparently  had  a  normal  upbringing. 

redacted  ^  M  redacted,  gUaKi  ^     past  m^  ^      some  time  ago  that  he  was  a 

.REDACTED  company. 

•  Just  before  or  just  after  he  was  ordained  on  June  4, 1994,  he  learned  that  his  first  •  •  ' 
assignment  as  a  priest  wquld  be  St.  Anthony  Parish  m  Oxnard.  where  Fattier  Richard 

'  Loomis  was.  the  pastpr.  Around  that  same  hmeR|DACTED  ^     told  him  mat  Father  " 
.  Loomis  had  ,dohe,5oraemittg  of  a  sexual  nature  tcREDACTED  when  he  was  in  high  school  and 
REDACTED  Was  planning  to.tell  him  about  it, 

redacted  g^g^^y  tojd  jj|m  he  was  alone  with  Father  Lobmis,  then  known  as  "Brother 
Becket/'  in  a  classroom  at  Pater  Noster  High  School  when  Brother  Becket  (Loomis) 
•  ,  "grabbed.his  crotch,,REDACTED was  ."uncomfortable"  telling  him  about  the.incident  and  did  . 
not' go  into'  detail  aboW  "what  had  happened  or  whether  it  had  happened  on  more  'than  mat 
one  occasion.  He  got  the  impression,  however,  that  "it  was  not  the  first  time  it 
happened."  He,  had  some  recollection  of REDACTED  mentioning  somdmug  about.  Brother 
Becket  "threatening  him  not  to  say  anything"  to  anyone  else  about  what  he  had  done  to  . 
.  him.  He  mayhaVe  told"™0™  .to  think  about  getting  some  counseling  'if  he  was.ttoubted 
.  by  the  incident,  but  that  did  not  appear  to  be  something  he  needed  Or  wanted  to  do.  Their 
■  conversation  about  the  incident  was  very  brief  and  they  never  discussed" it  again  after  that 
one  occasion.'  .  . 

redacted  ^  ^  appear  to  be  emotionally  affected  by  the  incident  and  apparently  told  him 
about  it  only  after  learning- of  bis  assignment  as  the  associate  pastor- to  Father. Loomis.' 
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/fl*/rteH>tfREDACTED  -Continue* 
PRIVILEGED  &  CONFIDENTIAL 


:    ■  ■     .  REDACTED  ,  ■< 

He  did  not  report  the  matter  to  anyone  at  the  Archdiocese  becaus        apparently  had 
no  intention  of  doing  so  and  he  as  a  newly  ordained  priest  assigned  to  Father  Loomis 
parish  was  not  inclined. to;. do  so. 

EDACTEWersaidanyth^  OT 
anyone  6ther.to  Brother  Becket  (Loomis.) 

His  assignment  to  St,  Antony  Parish  under Father  Loomis'  supervision  turned  out  to  be 
a  very  difficult  first  assignment  for  him  as  a  new.  priest  because  of  their  personality  . 
di&tances.  Father  Loomis  is  a  "controlling  individual"  md  was  not  interested  in  his  or 
anyone  else'sanputor-ideas.  He  was  always irtfag  him  down  and _ never  gave  rnm  any  . 
credit m  encouragement  for  his  efforts.  He  was  very  achve  m  the  pansLand  - 

schools  and  Father  Loornis  appeared  to  resent  or  envy  his  popularity  with  the  students 
and  parishioners. 

A  retired  priest  and  one  of  his REDACTED  seminary  classmates,  who  was  a  friend  of  his, 
were  aso  assigned  to  St.  Anthony  Parish.  There  was  an  elementary  school  at  the  parish 
and  Catholichigh  school,  arbund'the  corner. 

He  never  noticed  anything  untoward  about  Father  Loornis'  interest  in  or  relationship  with  , 
minors  in  the  parish  orschopls.'  He  (Loomis)  was  not  all  that  engaged  or  interested  m 
youth  activities:  .  ■       ■  ' 

.  He  thought  it  was  inappropriate,  however,  for  Father  Loomis  to  allow -a  20  year-old .toop- 
■  out  seminarian  to  stay  in  the  parish  center,  a  former  convent  that  had  been  converted  mto 
offices  and  guest-quates,  for  two  months.  It  did  not  look  good  for  Father  Loomis  and 
■the  young'man  to  spend  time  together  during  the  day  and  go  away  together  on  weekends. 

He  was  stressed  out  from,  dealing  with  Father  Loomishy  the  end  of  his  first  year,  at  St. 
.  Aniliony  Parish  and  had'asked  to  be  transferred  to  another  pansh  when  FafterXoomis  • 

was'apP0intedREDACTED  and  reassigned  to  St.  Charles  Borromeo  Parish  in  North  Hollywood 
'  i  in  July  1S>?5; 

.  Father  Loomis  was  succeeded  as  the  pastor  of  St.  Anthony  Parish  byREDACTED 
■  redacted  who  is  a  ci0S(?.ftiend  of  his(Loomis.)  Redacted      ls  a  microm^ager  and 

similar  in  persohality  to'Father  Loomis  and  he  found,  it  difficult  to  serve  under  his 
•  supervision.  HeRvEDACTEC!  left  St.  Anthony  Parish  for  a  new  assignment  m  March  1997. 

.  Ah  investigator  namecREDACTED_  left  his  card  with  me  security  guard  at  the  entrance 
.  toBishoo  Montgomery  High  School^  Feb--^  ^.^^^^l^ 
redacted  t0  canbim/'He  calledREDACTED  and         iskedifhe  could  come  by  and  speaic 
With  him  concemih^EDACTED  being  sexually  molested  by ^Richard  He  . 

i  was  aware  of  'the  allegation  against  Monsignor  Loomis  ftom  reading  abon  .it  m  a  recent 
Los- Angeles  JtmV  *U'W  told™  he  was  not' interested  m  di5«  the  matter 
with  himREDACTED  told  hiin  thatREDACTED      was  not  interested  jti  getting  money  out  o.t 
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Interview  ox  °*  -  Continued 

PXIVILEGEI)  &  CONFIDENTIAL 


' '  this  and  had  reported  the, incident  i^^hgMv^jpeoed  to  hint  would  not  happen  to  another 

■  child.  >Hd  still  declined  to' meet  Wit!  or  discuss  the  matter  with  him.  • 

REDACTED  cane'd',him  .earlier  this  week  about  getting  togetWfor  lunch  next  week, 
arid  he  agreed  to  do  so.REDAOTED'did.  not  say  anything  about  the  matter,  but  he. /  , 

•  ■  assumed  afterhe  was  contacted  by  InvestigatojREDAGTI    h*  inviting  him  to  lunch 

•  has  something  to'  do  with.  .that.  He?  will  probably  go  ahead  with  bis  Imch^ntneeting  with  • 
REDACTED^g^g^g^.  -"j  dpn't<W3ftt'  to  turn  my  bacl£  on  him."  He  plans  to  toil      _  however, 

•  that  he  does  not  want  to  get'  drawn  into  the  litigation  in  this  matter  and  would  not  discuss 

^REDACTED ^id^t  W*ty' W;ttt'.  ''  ' 

■  He  called  Monsignor.  Craig  Cox,  the  Vicar  for  Clergy,  and  told  him  of  the  past  incident 

'  :involvingREDACTED      and  Monsignor  Loomis  and  recent  developments  in  that  regard. 
•Monsignor  Cox  told  Win  to  callREDACTED  who  is  investigating  this  matter  for  the  . 
.  Clergy  Misconduct  Overview  Board  and  tell  him  what  he.knows  of  the  incident.  • 


PMVILEPGE  &  confidential 


REDACTED 


On  March  30,.?604REDACTED  ,  Los  Angeles,  CA» '  . 

.  telephone  nuwbe'RtuMu  i  tu  fomishedthe  foJtowijiginfomiationtaREDACTED  who 

•  identified  himself  asRED ACTED        retained  by  the  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight 

'  •  Board  of  .the' Archdiocese  otxos  Angeles  to  conduct  m  investigation  into  ah  allegation  of 

•  sexual  abW  of  amjno^yJV^  . 

She  knew  Richard  ;Lo6mis  as-.a  seminarian  at  Corpus  Christi  Parish  and  elementary  , .  , 
'  •  .school  about  30  years  ,ago  and  a  member  of  a  prominent  and  well  known  family  in  Pacific 

•  Palisades.  She  was  hotacqliamted  with  the  Loomi.s  family,  bufknew  that  Richard  . 

•  Loomis  worked  at  the  Corpus  Christi  Elementary  School  during  the  surnmer  when  he  was 
in  the  seminary:  She'rec'alled  he  rode  a  motorcycle  and  had  a  vague  recollection  that  he 

'  may  have  cbm^'hv  or  busied  by  her  residence  on  his  motorcycle.  Loomis  may  have 
'  given  her  so/EDACTED  who  was  a  student  at  Corpus  Christi  Elementary  School,  a  ride  .on 
\  his  motorcycle, 

'     J  '  '  ','      REDACTED  1       „      t      REDACTED     ,  .rsoactco, 

REDACJfc°was  the  youngest  of  he.       children,  which  includes       girls  and  boys. 

•  Hei  .  ^  youngest  childrenattended  Corpus  Christi  Elementary  School. 

"  She  had  onlV  a  vague'  reCoUection  of  the  incident  involving  Richard  Loomis  fondling  her 

•  redacted ^    he  wag  a  cy1<L  hvt  she  was  c0nviiiced  that  the incident  actually 

•  •    ,     ,., '  REDACTED    .  .<    ■, .  ' 

'  happened'  aa  told  to  herb}  at  the  tune. 

'  Her  recollection  of  the.  incident  was  that  she  went  intcREDACTED  bedroom  to  Mss-him 
good  night  when  she  realized  that  "something  was  wrong"  with  htm. REDACTED  was  a  very 
bright,'  outgoing  and  good-lnolcme  child,  and  she  could  see  that  he  was  not  bis.  usual  self 
that  night,  When  she  askedREDACTED  what  was  wrong,  he'  told  her  that  Richard  Loomis 

.  had  fondled  hirh:  "She  has  probably  blocked  out  the  details  of  the  incident  as  it  was  told 
to  her  byREDACTED'at  that  time,  but  recalled  that  she  was  terribly  upset  -withREDACTED 
account  of  whit  Richard  Loomis  had  done  to  him.  She  went  to  her  doctor  the  next  day 

•  and  her  blood  pressure  was  something  like  190  over  120. 

REDACTED  was  not  traumatized  by  the  incident,  which  to  her  knowledge  occurred  on.only 
'  one,  occasion,  and  he  and  everyone  else  in  their  family  put  it  behind  them  and  went  on  • 
.  with  their  lives.  She  .did  not  specifica%  recall  meeting  with  or  reporting  the  incident  to 

'■;  REDACTED     ,  the  associate  pastor  at  Corpus  Christi  Parish,  or  REDACTED 
■  ktUAO  1  tu  the  pastor  of  the  parish  at  the  tir^but  she  may  have  done  so  and  blocked  that 
'.  memory  but  of  her  mrad.  Hei:  husband      had  a  very  volatile  personality  radwould^  ' 

'  ..have  made  a  bigi'ssue  of  tixe  incident  if  he  took  it  upwitbREDACTED  oiKtUAO  tu 

REDACTED  •  . 

Iler  other'son  and  daughtcra  Were  aware  of  the  incident  involving  REDACTED  and  Richard  . 
.  Looniis,  but  it  was  not  something  that  would  have  been  discussed  outside  their  immediate 
'  family.  She  has  never  discussed  the  incident  with  any  of  her  friends. 
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She  had  no  recollection  abou*  how  the  incident  was  handled  hv  R  E  D ACTE  D  wht)  haS 

■  been  a  friend  o'lREDACTEDand  her  family  for  many  years,  OTREDACTED 

'  'She  saw  Richard  Lootaip  again  years  after  the  incident  when  he  was  the  principal  of 
Mary  Star,  of  the  Sea  School  in  San  Pedro  and  she  taught  a  natural  family  planning  course 
there,  and  was  cordial  toward  him.  Father  Loomis  was  very  highly  regarded  at  the  school 
.and  apparently  had  done  a  lot  of  good  things  in  his  capacity  as  principal.  Her  attitude  at 
the  time,  was  .one  of  forgiveness  for  his  transgression  involving  her  SoiREDACTED  and  she 
simply  put  the  incident  behind  her.  For  that  reason  Eg^^dd  have  been  cordial  toward 
Lpomjs  regardless  of  What  he  had  done  to  her  sot  She  did  not  feel  any 

•  animosity  toward  him  at  that  time.  ' 

She  recalled  thinMhg.  to  herself,  "Oh,  brother,"  when  she  read  or  heard  that  Richard 

■  Loomis  had  been.named  yicar  of  Clergy  for  the  Los  Angeles  Archdiocese,  based  on  her 
recollection  of  what  he  had  done  to  her  son.  She  has  had  no  contact  with  Richard  Loomis 

.'  for  over  20  yfears  and  putthe.  incidR^H«vrtjvrag  him  and  her  son  REDACTED  behind  her,  It 
ha$  never  been  something  she  and  have  dwelled  on. 

• '  She  had.pretty  much  forgotten- the  incident  until  recently  when  ;REDACTED  t0Id  her  that REDACTE 
REDACTED;an'investigator  for.'the  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles,  would  be  calling  he*  • 
concerning  this  matter  as  he' had  been  previously  interviewed  about  it  ^REDACTED 

•  It  bothered  her  to.Iearri  that'  an  investigator  representing  Richard  Loomis  in  this  matter 
had  palled  friends  of  her  family  in  Pacific  Palisades  to  inquire  about  their  knowledge  of 
this  incident  as  it  was  something  that  had  never  been  discussed  outside  her  immediate 
family,  and  was  ^private  matter  that  should  not  be  the  subject  of  such  ari  inquiry.  . 
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PRIVILEGED  &  CONFIDENTIAL 


MONSIGNOR  RICHARD  A.  LOOMIS 

.  On  February  12,  2004,  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis,  Pastor,  SS,  Felicitas i  and  Perpetw 
'  Parish,  ;il?G'  Paiomar/.Rd,,  San  Marino,  CA  91108,  was  interviewed  by^tUAOItur  who 

,  identified  himself  is  ^redacted  )  retained  by  the  Clergy  Misconduct 

Oversight'  Board  of  the  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles  to  conduct  an  investigation  into  an 
allega^Ott  hyREDACTED     that  he  (Loomis)  sexually  molested  him  while  he  was  a-  ■ 
student  at  Pater  Roster  High  School  in  1971-72.  Also  present  and  participating  mthc'  .  ■ 
interview  was  Monsignor  .Loomis'  attorney,  Redacted        and  Monsignor  Craig  Cox, 
Vicar  of  Clergy  for  'the  Axchdiocese  of  Los  Angeles. 

•redacted     ^ticked  tt     outset  of  the  interview  that  Monsignor  Loomis  was  more 
for  the  idea  of  agreeing  to  participate  in  this  meeting  than  he  as  h<REDACTED  felt  there  was  • 
•  iittle  to  be  gained,  by  Ms  allowing.his  client  to  answeiREDACTED   questions  concerning 
.this  matter:  With'  that  in  mind,  he  reserved  the  right  to  terminate  the  questioning  at  any 

'  'time  or  advise  Monsignor  Loomis  not  to  answer  certain  questions.  On  the  other  hand,  he 

■  was  interested- in  knowing  what  REDACTEDhad  turned  up  in  the  way  of  information  on 
this  case  from  his.investigation.  Monsignor  Loomis  interjected  that  he  was  concerned 
about  providing  information  'that  might  be  used  against  him  from  a  personal  liability 

,  standpoint,- but  wo'uld  answer  questions  with  that  in  mind, 

'     .  ,  .  '.  '  "  '   .  REDACTED 

.  Thereafter:  Mnnsiimor  Loomis  furnished  the  following  information  in  response  to 
REDACTED 

^REDACTED      Comttiamt- Filed  Decemher  17.  2003: 

■  He  'was  vrith'the  Brothers  of  Sit.  Patrick  Order  and  known  as  "Brother  Becker"  when  he 
•  began  teaching  at  Pater .Noster  High  School  in  September  1971  after  earning  his  Bachelor 
of  Arts  degree  at  UCLA  that  same  year.  He  was  the  dean  of  discipline  at  PaterNoster  ' 
High  School  which  took  up  about  half  his  time.  He  also  taught  language  arts  and  music 
'■  appreciation.;'. 

The  name  REDACTED^  a  student  at  Pater  Noster  Hish  School  was  "not  femiliar"  to 

■  him.  ■  After  viewing  a  photo  of  BOphor™"-REDACTED in  the  1972  Pater  Noster.ffigh  • 
School  year  book  displayed  to  him  bf       1  bU .  Monsignor  Loomis  stated,  "He  tooks  • 

. '  vaguely  femiliar.'r  He  didnot  recall  having  REDA^TED  in  any  of  his  classes  or  his  being'the 
subject  of,  disciplinary  aiCtion/ 

REDACTED  ,  ,.  t1        ,.  .REDACTED  v''  *!;'* 

.  In  response  tc  ,     question  to  him  as  to  the  validity  of      .      allegation  that 

he  had  molested  .hiitt,  Monsignor  Loomis  calmly  and  assuredly  stated,  "Never  happened," 

.  He  knewRE  D ACTE  D  as  a  prjest  at  nearby  Holy  Trinity  Elementary  School, 

REDACTED      attended.school  activities  at  Pater  Noster  High  School  and  he  (Loomis) 

and  other  brothers  from  Pater  Noster  High  School,  attended  mass  at  Holy  Trinity  Church. 
.  He  ahdREDACTED      didnot  have  a  personal  or  social  relationship.  ' 
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Interview  afMsgr.  Richard lopmis- Continued 
PRIVILEGED  &  CONFIDENTIAL 

His  best  friends  at  Pater-Noster  High  School  were  REDACTED 
REDACTED  ^redacted     a  lay  teacher  who  later  became  a 

brother,      '.  _  '         i  •■ 

He  left  ths  Brothers 'of  St.  Patrick  Order  after  the  spring  semester  of  1972  and,  entered  St. 
■  John  Seminary'  hi  the  fall  of  1972. 

He  lived  with  his  parents  at  their  home  in  Pacific  Palisades  during  summer  breaks  while 

•  he  was  in  the  seminary.  He  used  his  mother's  redFord  Falcon  station  wagon  when  he 

■  was  in  the  seminary  and  during  the  summer  breaks  when  he  lived  at  home.  He  has  never 
owned  or  used  a  white  compact  car. 

•  He  cleaned  windows  and  did  gardening  work  and  other  chores  at  Corpus  Christi  Parish  • 
and  school  during  his  summer  breaks  from  the  seminary.  He  also  helped  the  Sisters  of 

.  Social'  Services  in  dowritdwn  Los  Angeles  with  their  summer  camps  for  kids,  which 
included,  swimming  pool  outings.  He  always  drove  to  such  functions  on  his  own  and 
never  .took  anyone  with  him. 

REDAIredACTED 


REDACTED  redacted 


REDACTED  _  According  tc'  """" '""Loomis  made 

an  inappropriate  comment  about  the  boy  swimmers  in  their  tight  swim  suits  to  the  effect 
that,  "Thev  have  erections  for  hard-ons)  and  don't  even  know  it.);RE  DACTED 

REDACTED 


In'  response  to  REDACTE  d  account  of  the  details  of  the  two  incidents  involving 
redacted  inappropriate  cbinmentREDACTE9     _       _  Loomis,  appearing  calm  and 
.  unfazed.by  the  accusation)  stated,  "Invention.  It  never  happened." 

REDACTED  . 

Mpnsigtior  Loomis  then  asked  Monsignor  Cox  if  .this  was  the  same  that  had  called 
the  Archdiocese  two  years  ago  about  a  similar  incident  involving  something  he  had 

'  allegedly  said  about  s.ome  attar  boys  in  swim  .suits.  Monsignor  Cox  indicated  it  was  the 
•same  person  .and  the.  same  complaint,  but  there  was  some  confusion  about  the  details.of 
the  incident;  Monsignor  Loomis  then  commented  that  he  thought  that  matter  had  been 

'  resolved  as  unfounded,'  • 
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Interview  vfMsgr.  Richiird Loomis -CoHtinMd 
.'.*"  PRIVILEGED  &  CONFIDENTIAL 

REDACTED  .  '  . 

interjected  to  express  his  concern  that  the  line  of  questioning  was  outside  ' 
■ .  the' purview  of  the  interview  as  it  concerned  theREDACTEDcomplaint  and  he  was.  ■ 
uncomfortable  with  his  client  answering  questions  about  new  allegations  the  two  of  them  • 
had  not  previously  discus'sed,REDACTED  explained  that  inasmuch  asREDACTED 
attorney  had  not  mad«REDACTl::L'  available  to  be  interviewed  concerning  the  -detatfs  ofhjs  ■ 
,  allegation,  .he  had  conducted  other  investigation  to  corroborate  or  discount  the  redacted 

allefiation  which  led  to  his  contacting  and  roterviewin|REDACTED  and'others.REDACTED  • 
REDACTEDstated  he  was  reluctant  to  go  down  the  path  of  covering  new  allegations  in  the'  • 
'  interview  and  would  advise'his  client  not  to  answer  any  further  questions  without  his  • 
'  concurrence! 

.^REDACTED     Yevbrt  offondline  incidents  durine  the  summer  of 1974: 

Moflsignor'Lobmis  readilv  resnonded  toREDACTED  question  as  to  whether  he  was 
familiar  with  th(REDACTED  family  at  Corpus  Christi  Parish  and  school,  ahd.in 
particular  whether  he  knew  REDACTED  5onREDACTED  by  stating,  "Yes,  I  knew  the 
,  whole  family,"  He  indicated  he  was  very  familiar  with  the  REDACTED  and  their 
children.  ,■  ■ 

RFDACTFn  '    <  REDACTED 

redacted '£lfon?ie<*  Monsignor  Loomis  and  his  attorney  that  he  had  interviewed 

who' told  him  that  Richard  Loontis,  who  was  a  seminarian  at  the  time,  had 
fondled  him  an  three  r>r  foil*-  nf^asians  durine  the  summer  of  1974  when  he  was  1 0  years  . 

'  '      RFOAOTP  I)  REDACTED  .    •  r  ' 

of  age. '  According  fa  who  is  now     years  of  age,  the  fondling  incidents'  took 

'  .place,  in-a  room  at  Loomis'  parents'  home  in  Pacific  Palisades  where  Richard  Loomis  had 

taken  him  to  use  the  swimming  pool  there.REDACTEDrepOrted  the  last  f6ndfing.incident  to 
.  his  mother  and  she -and  his  father  complained  to  a  parish  priest  about  the  matter;  after  . 
.  which  Richard  Loomis  left  his  summer  assignment  at  the  parish  to  return  to  the  seminary.  • 

REDACTED  interjected,  stating  this  was  entirely  new  information  and  advising  that  he 
wanted  to  meet  with  his  client  privately  before  he  would  allow  him  to  answer  any  more 
qu'esti5ns,R.I.QA9TEP_  and  Monsignor  Loomis  then  leftREDACTED   office  and  held  a 

\  brief  private  discussion  in  another  office  before  returning  to  resume  the. interview  under 
limiting  conditions  that  mvolvedREDACTEDanswermg  any  further  questions  on  behalf  of . 
Ms  client 


REDACTED  gpe{J]^ngf0f  Monsignor  Loomis,  stated,  "Richard  knows  1jieREDACTED  / 
family.  He  knowiREDACTED       He  denies  any  misconduct." 

Monsignor  Loomis  interjected  that  he  has  seen  and  spoken  with  REDACTED  on 
.  several  occasions  since  1974  .and  "she  has  never  shown  any  animosity  toward  me."  She 
has  come  up  to  him  on. such  occasions  to  say  hello  of  ask  him  how  he  was. doing.  No  one 
at  Corpus  Christi'  Parish  or  from  the  Archdiocese  has  ever  brought  this  matter  up  with . 
him.  He  was  never  aware  that  such  an  allegation  had  been  made  against  him;. 

Monsisnor  Loomis  concluded  the  interview  withREDACTEDby  stating,  "I  never  touched 
REDACTED       I  didn't  do  these  things." 
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Int&evliw  ofMsgr-  Richard  Loomis^  Continued 
"'    .  PRIVILEGED  &  CONFIDENTIAL 

•MonsignorLoomis  remained  calm  and  nolite  throughout  the  interview,  but  was 
noticeamyer^otiWally  shaken  by  theREDACTED  allegation. 

Monsignor  Cox  concluded  the  meeting  by  informing  Monsignor  Loorais  that  the  Clergy  ■ 
Misconduct  .Oversight  Board  h'^recoinmended  that  he  be  placed  on  administrative  leave' 
and  the  Archdiocese  was'  in  the  process  working  out  the  details  to  implement  that    _  ■ 
recommendation.'  MonsignOf  Loomis  responded  that  he  had  anticipated  that  Opening- 
'  and  because  this  matter;  has  "weighed.  heavily"  on  hirn  for  some  time  now,  he  had  decided 
to. ask,  for'a.  voluntary  leaves  of  absence  pending  its  disposition.,' 
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PRIVILEGED  &  eONFWENTW 


MONSIGNOR  RICHARD  A,  LOOMIS 

.  On  February  12,  2004,  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis,  Pastor,  SS.  Felioitas  and  Perpetua 
Parish,  11 90  Palomar/RcL  San  Marino.  CA91108,  was  interviewed  by  REDACTED  who 
identified  himself  as  gREDACTED  retained  by  the  Clergy  Misconduct 

Oversight  Board  of  the  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles  to  conduct  an  investigation  into  an 
allegation  byREDACTED  that  he  (Loomis)  sexually  molested  him  while  he  was  a  • 
student  at  Pater  Npster  High  School  in  1971-72.  Also  present  and  participating  in  the  . 
.interview  was  Monsignor  Loomis'  attorney,  REDACTED        and  Monsignor  Craig  Cox, 
Vicar  of  Clergy  for'the  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles. 

redacted     Seated  at  ,the  outset  0f  ^  interview  that  Monsigndr  Loomis  was  more 
for  the  idea  of  agreeing  to  participate  in  this  meeting  than  he  as  he  *EDACTE°  felt  there  was  ■ 
'  iittle  to'  be  gained  by  Ms  allowing.his  client  to  answeiREDACTED   questions  concerning 
.this  matter/  With' that  in  mind,  he  reserved  the  right  to  terminate  the  questioning  at  any 
•  time  or  advise  Monsignor  Loomis  not  to  answer  certain  questions.  On  the  other  hand,  he 
was  interested  in  knowing  whafREDACTED  had  turned  up  in  the  way  of  information  on 
this  case  from  his. investigation.  Monsignor  Loomis  interjected  that  he  was  concerned 
about  providing  information  that  might  be  used  against  him  from  a  personal  liability 

'.  standpoint,-  but  would  answer  questions  with  that  in  mind, 

•  '  .  '  .  .  REDACTED 

.  Thereafter,  Monsignor  Loomis  furnished  the  following  information  in  response  to 
Redacted  quBSti0ns:  • 

^REDACTED  Comolamt- Filed December  17.  2003: 

He-was  \vith.the  Brothers  of  St.  Patrick  Order  and  known  as  "Brother  Becket"  when  he 
began  teaching  at  Pater  Nbs'tex  High  School  in-  September  1971  after  earning  his  Bachelor 
of  Arts  degree  at  UCLA  that  same  year.  He  was  the  dean  of  discipline  at  PaterNoster  • 
High  SchpoV  which  took  up  about  half  his  time.  He  also  taught  language  arts  .and  rausib 
•  appreciation.;'- 

The  narneREDACTEDag  ^  stU(jent  at  Pater  Noster  High  School  was  "not  familiar"  to 
him.'.  After  viewing  a  phbto  of  sophomoreREDACTED    .inthe  1972  Pater  Noster.  High 
School  year  book  displayed  to  him  byREDAG  1  tD ,  Monsignor  Loomis  stated,  '.'He  looks  • 
'  vaguely  familiar.'^  He  did  not  recall  having  Ktu*CTEDm  any  of  his  classes  or  his  being'the 
subject  of.disciplmary  action;-  ' 

.  In  response  to'REDACTE°  question  to  him  as  to  the  validity  ofREDACTEDallegatioh  that 
he  had  molested .Kin),  Mopsignor  Loomis  calmly  and  assuredly  stated,  "Never  happened." 

.  He  knew  REDACTED  as  a  priest  at  nearby  Holy  Trinity  Elementary  School. 

redacted         lattended.school  activities  at  Pater  Noster  High  School  and  he  .(Loomis) 

and  other  brbthets  from  Pater  Noster  High  School  attended  mass  at  Holy  trinity  Church. 

He  ahcREDACTED      did  not  have  a  personal  or  social  relationship* 


Interview  ofMsgr.  Richard  Lopwis  -  Continued 
PRIVILEGE!}  &  CONFIDENTIAL 


■His  best  friends  at  Patei.Noster  High  School  wer?REDACTED    „  , 
REDACTED  ^redacted    a  lay  teacher  who  later  became  a 

brother.  ' 

He  left  the  Brother s'pf  St  Patrick  Order  after  the  spring  semester  of  1 972  and  entered  St. 

■  John  Seminary' in'  the  fall  of  1 972. 

He  lived  with  his  parents  at  their  home  in  Pacific  Palisades  during  summer  breaks  while 

■  he  was  in  the  seminary.  He  used  his  mother's  red  Ford  Falcon  station  wagon  when  he 

•  was  in  the  seminary  and  during  the  summer  breaks  when  he  lived  at  home.  He  has  never 
owned  or  used  a  white  compact  car, 

;  He  cleaned  windows  and  did  gardening  work  and  other  chores  at  Corpus  Christi  Parish  • 
and  school  during  his  summer  breaks  from  the  seminary.  He  also  helped  the  Sisters  of 
■    .  Social  Services  in  downtown  Los  Angeles  with  their  summer  camps  for  kids,  which 
.    included,  swimming  pool  outings.  He  always  drove  to  such  functions  on  his  own  and 
.   never -took  anyone  with  him. 

REDAlREDACTED 

'    He  taught  a  bible  class  on  the  Gospel  of  St.  Mark  at  Corpus  Christi  Parish  while  he  was  a 
seminarian,  but  did  not  recall  anyone  in  that  class  riamecKb UAU  I  bU  •  The  only 
he  krjows  is  was  a  priest  with  the  same  last  name. 

redacted  .^.explained,  to  Monsignor  Loomis  that  REDACTED  was  a  23  year-old 

■  redacted  who  claimed  he  attended  his  (Loomis')  bible  study  class  at 
.Corpus  Chris'tt  Parish  in  the  summer  of  1974  and  accompanied  him^o^swirmTiing  pool  ' 

'•  outing  for  a  group  of  Hispanic  kids  at  a  public  park.  According  to  Loorajsmade 
'  an  inappropriate  comment  about  the  boy  swimmers  in  their  tight  swim  suits  to  the  effect 

■  that,  "They  have  erections  for  hard-ons)  and  don't  even  know  it. 'REDACTED 
REDACTED 

REDACTED 


In' response  to  account  of  the  details  of  the  two  incidents  involving 

redacted  ^  inapprcpriate  cbjnment  andREDA9TED_  .  _  Loomis,  appearing  calm  and 
,  unfazed.by  the  accusation*  stated,  "Invention,  ft  never  happened." 

Monsignor  Loomis  then  asked  Monsignor  Cox  if  .this  was  the  sameREDACTE°  that  had  called 
the  Archdiocese  two  years  ago  about  a  similar  incident  involving  something  he  had 
allegedly  said  about  some  altar  hoys  in  swim  suits.  Monsignor  Cox  indicated  it  was  the 
■same  .person .and  the.  same  complaint,  but  there  was  some  confusion  about  the  details. of 
the  incident  Monsignor  Loomis  then  commented  that  he  thought  that  matter  had  been 
'  resolved  as  unfounded;  ■ 
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Interview  ofMSgr,  Richard  Loomis  —  Continued 
PRIVILEGED  &  CONFIDENTIAL 

REDApQJed  interjected  to  express  his  concern  that  the  line  of  questioning  was  outside  ' 

•  ■  the'  purview  of  the  interview  as  it  concerned  th<  complaint  and  he  was  -  .■■ 
•uncomfortable  with  his  client  answering  questions  about  new  allegal^««  *Atwn    them . 
had  not  previously  discussed  REDACTED  explained  that  inasmuch  asKI=L)A^  \h.\J> 
attorney  had  not  rhad€REDACTED  available  to  be  interviewed  concerning  the  details  of  his  • 
allegation, .he  had  conducted  other  investigation  to  corroborate  or  discount  tftREDACTED 

V  '     ?  .    '    ,  ,  D  DCnflfTCn  -i-     't         *  REDACTED 

•  allegation  which  led  to  his  contacting  and  interviewingKtL)AU  1  tu      and  others. 

•  redacted  s^ted  he  was  reluctant  to  go  down  the  path  of  covering  new  allegations  in  the' . 
'  interview  and  would  advise'his  client  not  to  answer  any  further  questions  without  Ms  ■ 

'  concurrence! 

' REDACTED 

,  ■  Re  report  of  fondling  incidents  durins  the  summer  of 1974: 

MonsignorXoornis  t-eadflv  rasnondcd  tcREDACTED   question  as  to  whether  he  was 
■    familiar  with  thHEDACTED  familv  at  Corpu,*  £hH^^^  ■ 
.  particular  whether  he  faiewREDACTED       son  .  by  stating,  "Yes,  I  knew  the  • 

' ,  whole  family,"  He  indicated  he  was  very  familiar  with  theREDACTED  and  their 

children.       '  •'«* 

REDACTED  informed  Monsignor  Loomis  and  his  attorney  that  he  had  interviewedREDACTED 
.  redacted  who' told  him  that  Richard  Loomis,  who  was  a  seminarian  St  the  time,  had  . 
fondled  him  on  three  or  four  occasions  during  the  summer  of  1974  when  he  was;  1Q  years 
of  age. '  According  toREDACTED,  who  is  now     years  of  age,  the  fondling  incidents'  took  • 
.place,  in  a  roqrn  at  Loomis'  parents'  home  in  Pacific  Palisades  where  Richard  Loomis  had  • 
taken  him  to  use  the  swimming  pool  there.REDACTEDreported  the  last  f6ndlmg.incident  to 
.  Mis  mother  and  she  ^and  his  father  complained  to  a  parish  priest  about  the  matter.;  after  . 
.  which  Richard  Loomis  .left  his  summer  assignment  at  the  parish  to  return  to  the  seminary.- 

REDACTED    interjected,  stating  this  was  entirely  new  information  and  advising  that  he 
wanted  'to  meet  with  his  client  privately  before  he  would  allow  him  to  answer  any  more 

.    questions,  REDACTED'  and  Monsignor  Loomis  then  ieftREDACTED    office  and  held  a 
[  brief  private  discussion  in  another  office  before  returning  to  resume  the  interview  urider 
limiting  conditions  .that  involvedREDACTEDanswering  any  further  questions  on  behalf  of , 
his  client.  : 

redacted  jp^^g  f0f  Monsignor  Loomis,  stated,  "Richard  knows  the  REDACTED 

•  family.  He  knows  REDACTED      He  denies  any  misconduct."  • 

Monsignor  Loomis  iiiterj  eeted  that  he  has  seen  and  spoken  with  Mrs. REDACTED  on 
.    .  several  occasions  since  1974  .and  "she  has  never  shown  any  animosity  toward  me."  She 
has  come  up  to  him  on  such  occasions  to  say  hello  or  ask  him  how  he  was  .  doing. '  No  one  . 
at  Corpus  Christi  Parish  or  from  the  Archdiocese  has  ever  brought  this  matter  up  with  . 
biitt.  He  was  never  aware  that  such  an  allegation  had  been  made  against  him,.  .  . 

Monsisnor  Loomis  concluded  the  interview  withREDACTED  by  stating,  "I  never  touched  • 
REDACTED        I  didn't  do  these  things." 
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Interview  o/Msgr.  Richard  Loomis  -  Continued 
■   PPIVHEGEV  &  CONFIDENTIAL 


''.  '  -Monsignor  Loomis  remained  calm  and  oolite  throughout  the  interview,  but  was 
'  noticeably  emotionally  shaketiby  theREDACTED  allegation. 

'•  •   Monsignbr  Cox  concluded  the  meeting  by  informing  Monsignor  Loorais  thatthe  Clergy 
Misconduct.  Oversight  Board,  tod  recommended  that  he  be  placed  on  administrative  leave- 
'  and'the  Archdiocese  was  in  tiie'  prdcess  worMng  out  the  details  to  implement  that    ^  . 
recommendation.'  Monsignor  Loomis  responded  that  he  had  anticipated  that  happening 
and  because  this' matter' has  "weighed  heavily"  on  him  for  some  time  now,,  he  had  decided 
to, ask.  fpr'  a-ypluntary  leav?  of  absence  pending  its  disposition.  , 
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PRIVILEGED  &  CONFIDENTIAL 

REDACTED 


On  February  13, 2004,REDACTED  REDACTEDBishop  Monteomerv  Hi&h  • 

•  School,  543,0^  Torrance  Blvd.,  Torrance,  CA  90503,  telephone  number  *EDACTED  .redacted' 
redacted  cell  phone  number  REDACTED  fiimished  the  following  information  t< 

REDACTED  ■ 

•  who  identifiedhimself  as  {REDACTED      retained  by  the  Clergy  Misconduct 
Oversight  Board  of  the  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles  to  conduct  an  investigation  into  an 
.  ,  allegation  byREDACTED  that  Monsignor  Richard  Loomis  sexually  molested  him  while 
he  ,wa8  a  student  at  Pater  Noster  High  School  in  1971-72: 

.    ■ ,'   .REDACTED  ...>.'      •   REDACTED  „  ,       .  •  „ 

.He  rnet  .  ,      s     and.hiswjfe        a  1993  when  he  was  a  seminarian  assigned  to. 

St  Elizabeth  Parish  in  Van  NuysREDAUtlJ  wasREDACTED^       and  she  and REDACTED . 
'  werfe  Redacted  for  the  parish.  They  have      children  and  live  in  a 

.  small  house  REDACTED  He  became  Mends  witlREDACTEDaniREDACTED  and  was 

a  Sequent,  guest  in  their  home.  He  has  attended  family  functions,  including  first'-  • 

communions  and  confirmations  for  their  children,  since  he  left  St.  Elizabeti^Pari^h  after 
'  he;was  ordained  as  .a priest  on  June  4, 1994.  He  still  gets  together  witfcREDACTED  aboutonce  a. 
-.  year.REDACTE_D  andREDA°T™  had' some  marital  problems  several  years  ago,  but  resolved' those  • 

issues  and  have  a  good  marriage.. 


REDACTED  '  ■     . . 

is  a  "gentle  type  of  guy?'  who  speaks  in  a  "soft  voice.'  He  came  from  a  good 
Catholic  family  and  apparently  had  a  normal  upbringing. 

REDACTED '  •■  '•  '  .  ■   -i       1 '  ' 

has  worked  as  a'security  guard  in  the  past  and  told  him  some  time  ago  that -he  was  a 
body  .guard  for  the  president  of  a  company. 

•  Just  before  or  just  after  he  was  ordained  on  June  4,  1994,  he  learned  that  his  first 
assignment  as  a  priest  .wqultf  be  St.  Anthony  Parish  in  Oxmard  where  Father  Richard  . 

'  Loomis  was.  the.'  pastor.  Around  that  same  time,REDACTED„     told  him  that  Father  "    • ' 
.  Loomis.  had  done,  something  of  a  sexual  nature  t0REDACTED  when  he  was  in  high  school  and  ' 
REDACTED  was  planning  to.tell  him  about  it. 

'  REDACTEDsubsequently  told  him 'he  was  alone  with  Father  Loomis,  then  known' as  "Brother 
Becket,"  in  a  classrbomAatDPater  Nosier  High School  when  Brother  Becket  (Loomis)  '•- 

■  .  "grabbed.his  crotch,*'^™  was  "uncomfortable"  telling  him  about  the.incident  and  did  . 
not' go  into'  detail  about  what  had  happened  or  whether  it  had  happened  on  mpre'than  that 
one  occasion.  He  got  the  impression,  however,  that  "it  was  not  the  first  time  it 

*  *  *  REDACTED  ,        ,  -  .      .  .  _ 

happened:"  He  had  some  recollection  of       mentiomng  sometmng  about  Brother  ' 
Becket  "threatening  him  not  to  say  anything"  to  anyone  else  about  what  he  had  done  to  , 
.  him.  He  niay  hdve  toidREDAOTED.to  think  about  getting  some  counseling  if  he  was  .troubled 
.  by  the.incident,  but  that  did  not  appear  to  be  something  he  needed  or  wanted  to  do.  Their 

•  conversation  about  tjhe  incident  was  very  brief  and  they  never  discussed  it  again  after  that 
one  occasion;  .  . 

•REDACTED  t , 

„  did  not  appear  to  be  emotionally  affected  by  the  incident  and  apparently  told  him 
about  it  only  after  learning,  of  his  assignment  as  the  associate  pastor  to  Father.  Loomis,' 
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Interview vft^-^™  -Continued 
PRIVILEGED  &  CONFIDENTIAL 

REDACTED  •  ■ 

He  did  not  report  the  'to*****  anyone  at  the  Archdiocese  because       apparently  had 
■  no  intention  of  doing  so  and  he  as  a  newly  ordained  priest  assigned  to  Father  Loomia 
parish  vyas  not  inclined,to:.do  so.. 

REDACTEDnever  said  anything  to  him  about  being  molested  tyREDACTED  or 
anyone  other.than  Brother  Becket  (Loomis.) 

•  assignment  to^AnlW 

a  very  difficult  first  assignment  for  him  as  a  new.  priest  because  of  their  persona hty  . 
differences.  Father  Loomis  is  a  "controlling  individual"  and  was  not  interested  in  his  or 

.   anyone  elseVinputorldeas.  He  was  "lw««^^D^^^^£^S  ' 
creditor  encour^ent  for  his  efforts.  He  was  very  active  m  the  pansh^d  • 

schools  and  father  Loomis  appeared  to  resent  or  envy  his  popularity  with  the  students 
and  parishioners. 

'  Aretiredprie3tandmeofhi5REDACTED  seminary  classmates,  who  was  a  friend  of  his, 
were  also  assigned,  to  St.  Anthony  Parish.  There  was  an  elementary  school  at  the  pansh 
and  Catholic,  high  school,  afound'  the  comer. 

He  never  noticed  anything  untoward  about  Father  Loomis'  interest  in  or  relationship  with-, 
minors  in  the  parish  or  schools.'  He  (Loomis)  was  not  all  that  engaged  or  interested  in 
■youth  activities:  • 

.  He  thought  it  was  in^^ 

■  out  seminarian  to  stay  in  the  parish  center,  a  former  convent  that  had I  been  converted  into 
offices  and  guest  quarters,  for  two  months.  It  did  not  look  good  for  Father  Loomis  and 
■the  young  nian  to  spend  time  together  during  the  day  and  go  away  together  on  weekends. 

He  was  stressed  out  from,  dealing  with  Father  Loomis.by  the  end  of  his  first  year,  at  St. 
.  Anthony  Parish  andhadasked  to  be  transferred  to  another  P^.^j^^SSL 
was  appointedREDAOTEDaiid  reassigned  to  St.  Charles  Borromeo  Parish  in  North  Hollywood 

•  in  July  1995; 

„„   4  t     w  ...  REDACTED 

•  Father  Loornis  was  succeeded  as  the  pastor  of  St.  Anthony  Pansh  by 

. '  redacted  who  is  a  close  friend  of  his  (Loornis.)REDACTED    s  a  nucrornanag^r  and 
similar  in  personality  to  Fawer  Loomis  and  he  found,  it  difficult  to  serve  mder  his  • 

■  supervision.  He  REDACTED  left  St.  Anthony  Parish  for  a  new  assignment  m  March  1997. 

'  '  Ah  investigator  named  Redacted    lfift  his  card  with  the  security  guard  at  the  entrance 
'  to  Bishon  Montgomery  High  School  on  February  12t  2004,  with  a  message  for  him 
• .  redacted  fQ 3m^He 'Slle<REDACTED  and REDACTED  asked  if  he  could  come  by  and  speak 

•  with  him  concerning  REDACTED      being  sexually  molested  by  Richard  Loomis  He  _ 

, ;  was  aware  of 'the  allegation  against  Monsignor  Loomis  from  reading  abOutit  in  a  recent 
L  Aieda  Times  article'  and  toldREDACTEDhe  was  nof  interested  in  discussing  the  matter 
with  him  REDACTEDtold  him  thalREDACTED  w  not  interested  in  getting  money  out  of 
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Interview  tfRE  DACTE  D  -  Continued 
PRIVILEGED  &  CONFIDENTIAL 


'  this  and  had  reported  the, incident  ko  what  happened  to  him  would  not  happen  to  another 

•  child.  He  still  declined  to'  meet  WithREDACTEDor  discuss  the  matter  with  him.  • 

RE  DACTE  D  Dalled'him  earlier-  this  week  about  getting  together  for  lunch  next  week, 
and  "he  agreed  to  do  so         did  hot  say  anything  about  the  Loomis  matter,  but  he,  . 

•  assumed  after  hp  was  contacted  by  Investigator  !!!1°J!D  tb.&1REDACJED  inviting  him  to  lunch 

■  has  something  to  do  with  .that.  He  will  probably  go  ahead  wira  his  luncheon  meeting  with 
REDACTEDbecause,;'"J  dpn'twant'  to  turn  my  back  on  him."  He  plans  to  tell     .  -however, 

•  that  he  does  not  want  to  get  ontvyn  into  the  litigation  in  this  matter  and  would  not  discuss 
the  Loomis :  incident  with  hirn. '' 

•  He  called  Monsignor.  Craig  Cox,  the  Vicar  for  Clergy,  and  told  him  of  the  past  incident 

'  :involvingREDACTED     ^  Monsignor  Loomis  and  recent  developments  in  that  regard. 
Monsignor  Cox  told  him  to,  callREDACTED  who  is  investigating  this  matter  for  the  , 
.  Clergy  Misconduct' Ov'emew'Board  and  tell  him  what  he.knows  of  the  incident.  • 
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Monsignor  Richard  A.  Lootnis 

1190  PalomarRoad 
San  Marino.  California  91 108 


MANDATE 


Pursuant  to  Canons  1481  and  itt;  nf  th*  frvte  nf  r»r>n*  r.™!  iv'/fONSIGNOR 


canonical  advisor,  ADVOCATE  and  PROCURATOR  in  all  matters  pertaining-to  my 
current  clerical  position  in  the  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles  and  to  any  investigatioii, 
process  or  other  action  of  any  kind  involving  the  allegations  of  seicual  abuse  brought 
against  me. 

Date:  June  10.2004 


Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis. 


I  hereby  accept  the  appointment  as  advisor,  ADVOCATE  and  PROCURATOR  for 
Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis  as  set  forth  in  this  MANDATE. 


RICHARD  A  LOOMIS  hereby  appoint 


REDACTED 


to  act  as  my 


Date:  June  12. 2004 


REDACTED 
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REDACTED 


Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 
3424  Wilshire  Boulevard 
Los  Angeles,  California  90010 


REDACTED 


Re:  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 

REDACTED 

Dear  REDACTED  and, 

I  wish  to  thank  you  both  for  the  time  and  courtesy  which  you  extended  to  me  last 
week  in  my  telephone  conversations  with  each  of  you.  As  I  informed  you,  I  have  been 
asked  by  Monsignor  Richard  Loomis  to  serve  as  his  canonical  advisor  and  representative 
in  the  matter  relating  to  allegations  of  sexual  abuse  brought  against  him,  specifically  by 
REDACTED  andREDACTED        He  will  send  you  the  appropriate  Mandate. 

My  understanding  of  the  case  thus  far  is  as  follows: 

In  December  2003,  the  Ordinary  (The  Cardinal)  obtained  information  by  virtue  of  a 
Civil  comnlaint  filed  byREDACTED      alleging  that  Monsignor  Loomis  sexually  molested 
him  whenREDACTED  was  a  minor  some  30  years  ago.  Monsignor  Loomis  was  informed  of 
this  allegation  on  December  17, 2003.  Aside  from  this  unverified  assertion,  I  understand 
that  the  complaint  gives  no  details  of  the  alleged  molestation.  There  was  and  is,  therefore, 
no  way  to  make  a  judgment  as  to  whether  this  allegation  has  "at  least  a  semblance  of 
truth"  (Canon  1717(1)),  especially  in  light  of  Monsignor  Loomis'  denial  and  his 
outstanding  and  unblemished  record  as  a  religious  brother  and  a  priest  for  the  past  34 
years.  The  fact  that  the  allegation  is  made  in  a  civil  action  does  not  give  it  the  requisite 
"semblance  of  truth"  necessary  to  start  a  canonical  investigation.  Nonetheless,  the 
Cardinal,  througlREDACTED     did  initiate  an  investigation.  Perhaps  this  investigation 
was  undertaken  by  the  Archdiocese  with  a  view  to  preparing  its  defense  of  the  civil  suit 
filed  against  it  bjREDACTED  in  which,  of  course,  the  plaintiff  would  have  to  prove  that 


REDACTED 
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Monsignor  Loomis,  actually  molested  REDACTED  Although  this  investigation  brought 
forth  witness  testimony  wholly  favorable  to  Monsignor  Loomis,  it  did  make  known  the 
allegation  to  the  brothers  who  were  interviewed  and  thus  did  cast  a  cloud  on  Monsignor 
Loomis'  good  name. 

On  the  weekend  of  January  31.  2004,  a  statement  prepared  by  REDACTED 
Dean  of  the  San  Gabriel  Pastoral  Region,  was  read  at  all  the  masses  at  Monsignor 
Loomis'  parish,  informing  the  parishioners  that  Monsignor  Loomis  had  been  named  in  a 
lawsuit.  The  statement  said  that  "CMOB  has  reviewed  the  allegation",  that  "No  credible 
evidence  of  misconduct  has  been  presented  to  us.  Thus  ,  it  is  not  appropriate  to  place 
Monsignor  Loomis  on  administrative  leave",  and  that  "Monsignor  Loomis  has  our 
complete  confidence:  he  will  continue  to  serve  as  your  pastor". 

In  early  February,  2004,  Monsignor  Cox  telephoned  Monsignor  Loomis  asking  the 
latter  to  meet  with  him  andREDACTED  canonical  investigator. 

Monsignor  Cox  stated  that  the  purpose  of  the  meeting  would  be  for  Monsignor  Loomis  to 
hear  what  the  investigator  had  discovered  in  his  investigation,  presumably  theREDACTED 
investigation.  Monsignor  Cox  did  not  mention  a  second  allegation  of  sexual  abuse  against 
Monsignor  Loomis  which  had  apparently  been  alleged  after  February  1, 2004  and  that  this 
second  allegation  was  in  the  process  of  being  investigated.. 

REDACTED 

The  above-mentioned  meeting  took  place  on  February  12,  2004. 
Monsignor  Loomis'  civil  attorney,  was  also  present.  No  canon  lawyer  was  present  to 
protect  the  canonical  rights  of  Monsignor  Loomis,  nor  was  Monsignor  Loomis  told  to 
obtain  one.  Monsignor  Loomis  was  informed  for  the  first  time  of  the  2nd  allegation,  that 
of  REDACTED        which  was  discovered  by  REDACTED  throueh  through  the 
instrumentality  of  REDACTED       after  a  "tip"  t(REDACTEDthaiREDACTED  should  be 
contacted  in  thiREDACTED investigation. 

Monsignor  Cox  informed  Monsignor  Loomis  that  "although  there  was  far  from 
moral  certitude"  that  theREDACTED  allegation  was  true,  "it  was  enough  for  the  CMOB  to 
recommend  that  Monsignor  Loomis  be  placed  on  "leave"  and  the  Cardinal  concurred 
with  CMOB".  Monsignor  Cox  informed  Monsignor  Loomis  that  he  had  been,  therefore, 
placed  on  leave  "immediately,  as  of  today".  Monsignor  Cox  then  presented  Monsignor 
Loomis  with  a  prepared  statement  to  be  read  at  all  the  masses  informing  the  parishioners 
that  Monsignor  Loomis  was  being  placed  on  leave. 

Monsignor  Loomis  was  persuaded  by  Monsignor  Cox  to  write  a  letter  thereafter 
saying  that  his  leave  was  by  mutual  agreement.  In  his  state  of  complete  emotional  distress 
and  on  the  representation  by  Monsignor  Cox  that  such  a  letter  would  serve  to  resolve  his 
situation,  and  without  the  advice  of  a  canon  lawyer,  Monsignor  Loomis  wrote  such  a 
letter  on  February  13.  The  decision  to  place  him  on  leave,  however,  was  not  mutual. 
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Monsignor  Loomis  had  no  choice  in  the  matter.  That  decision  had  been  made  unilaterally 
by  the  Cardinal  concurring  with  the  recommendation  of  CMOB  and  Monsignor  Loomis 
had  been  placed  on  administrative  leave  "immediately  -  as  of  today"  on  February  12, 
2004  without  Monsignor  Loomis'  knowledge  or  consent. 

Monsignor  Loomis  did  not  agree  to  being  placed  on  leave  and  he  does  not  now 
agree  to  remaining  on  leave.  Through  this  letter,  he  requests  that  he  be  removed  from 
leave  and  that  he  be  restored  to  his  parish  and  his  priestly  functions. 

The  only  reason  given  for  having  placed  Monsignor  Loomis  on  leave,  namely , 
that  th<REDACTED  allegation  was  found  by  CMOB  and  the  Cardinal  to  be  "credible"  is 
not  a  reason  in  Canon  Law  or  in  the  Essential  Norms  for  placing  a  priest  on  leave.  In 
fact,  both  Canon  Law  (Canon  1717)  and  the  Essential  Norms  (Paragraph  6)  presume  that 
a  priest  is  not  on  leave  during  the  preliminary  investigation.  During  the  investigation  care 
must  be  taken  to  do  nothing  that  could  harm  the  reputation  and  good  name  of  the  priest. 
Again,  a  finding  that  an  allegation  may  be  credible  justifies  only  the  commencement  of  a 
preliminary  investigation  and  does  not  justify  any  action  against  the  accused  priest. 

Indeed,  for  a  valid  and  lawful  reason,  Monsignor  Loomis  could  have  been  placed 
on  leave  involuntarily  under  the  provisions  of  Canon  1722  during  the  course  of  the 
investigation  but  not  for  the  reason  given.  The  action  of  placing  a  priest  on 
"administrative  leave"  provided  for  in  Canon  1722  can  be  taken  only  for  the  reasons 
specified  in  that  canon,  namely  "To  preclude  scandal,  to  protect  the  freedom  of  witnesses 
and  to  safeguard  the  course  of  justice".  None  of  these  reasons  exist  in  Monsignor  Loomis' 
case,  nor  were  they  given  as  the  reason  for  putting  Monsignor  Loomis  on  leave. 

"Scandal  is  an  attitude  or  behavior  which  leads  another  into  sin".  (Catechism  of 
the  Catholic  Church,  2284).  It  is  the  saying  or  doing  something  which  offers  the  occasion 
for  someone  else  to  sin.  (Moral  Theology,  Jone,  J.C.D.,  145).  Unless  Monsignor  Loomis 
is  now  living  a  life  which  can  lead  another  into  sin  pending  any  preliminary  investigation, 
there  is  no  justification  or  need  to  remove  him  "to  preclude  scandal".  Given  Monsignor 
Loomis'  priestly  life  today  and  for  the  past.34  years,  there  is  no  danger  of  his  being  a 
scandal  to  anyone  so  that  there  is  no  question  of  placing  him  on  leave  "to  preclude 
scandal". 

It  seems  an  inescapable  conclusion  that  Monsignor  Loomis  was  placed  on  leave 
contrary  to  the  provisions  of  canon  law  and  that  his  canonical  rights  have  been  violated  in 
so  doing.  If  so,  justice  demands  that  that  wrong  be  righted  and  that  he  be  immediately 
removed  from  leave  and  returned  to  his  parish  and  I  request  that  this  be  done. 

The  purpose  of  the  preliminary  investigation  itself  is  to  gather  evidence  that 
could  lead  one  to  a  moral  certitude  that  the  abuse  actually  happened  and  its  imputability 
to  the  accused  priest.  This  requires  more  than  finding  an  allegation  having  a  likelihood  of  . 
truth.  It  requires  having  enough  evidence  by  which  one  could  arrive  at  a  moral  certitude 
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that  the  abuse  did  in  fact  occur  and  that  the  accused  priest  committed  the  offense.  Even 
the  Essential  Norms,  to  which  Monsignor  Loomis  does  not  seem  to  he  subject  because  he 
was  neither  a  deacon  nor  a  priest  at  the  time  of  the  alleged  incidents,  state  "When  there  is 
sufficient  evidence  that  sexual  abuse  of  a  minor  has  (not  "might  have")  occurred. . .". 
(paragraph  6)  The  evidence  collected  must  be  such  as  to  be  able  to  lead  a  trier  of  fact  to 
the  moral  certitude  that  abuse  has  in  fact  occurred.  This  follows  from  the  power  given  to 
the  ordinary  in  Canon  1718  after  he  has  collected  sufficient  evidence  to  arrive  at  this 
certitude.  He  must  then  decide  "  whether  a  process  for  inflicting  or  declaring  a  penalty 
can  be  initiated".  This  means  that  he  can  decide  that  the  evidence  is  not  sufficient  to  give 
one  moral  certitude  and  can  therefore,  dismiss  the  entire  case  at  this  time,  or  decide  that  it 
is  sufficient  and  proceed  to  a  judicial  process,  "after  considering  the  provisions  of  Canon 
1341".  Canon  1341  provides  that  even  if  the  Ordinary  has  determined  that  the  abuse  has 
occurred,  he  cannot  initiate  any  penal  process  if  certain  other  corrective  measures  are 
possible. 

Canon  1725  provides  that  in  the  discussion  of  the  case,  whether  in  writing  or 
orally,  the  accused  always  has  the  right  to  speak  last,  personally  or  through  his  advocate 
or  procurator.  This  follows  from  the  accused's  right  of  defense  and  from  the  principles 
that  the  accused  is  innocent  until  proven  guilty  and  that  the  burden  is  on  the  accuser  to 
prove  that  the  priest  committed  the  abuse  and  not  on  the  priest  to  prove  that  he  did  not. 
The  right  of  defense  cannot  be  effectively  pursued  unless  the  accused  and  his  canonical 
counsel  have  access  to  all  the  acta,  including  all  investigative  material,  unless  they  are 
afforded  the  opportunity  to  respond  and  to  present  new  evidence  and  witnesses  in 
rebuttal.  I,  therefore,  request  that  Monsignor  Loomis  and  I  be  afforded  the  opportunity  to 
review  all  the  acta  of  the  case  so  that  I  may  know  how  best  to  advise  him  and  protect  his 
interests. 

Although  my  task  is  to  see  that  Monsignor  Loomis'  canonical  rights  are 
protected  and  prosecuted,  we  are  all  together  in  the  search  for  the  truth  and  in  the  service 
of  the  Church.  It  behooves  us  to  work  together  in  the  gathering  and  analysis  of  evidence. 
Whatever  I  can  do  for  Monsignor  Loomis  will  also  redound  to  the  benefit  of  The 
Archdiocese. 

Monsignor  Loomis  has  shared  with  me  his  e-mail  correspondence  with  Cardinal 
Mahony.  I  was  heartened  by  the  Cardinal's  desire  to  see  that  Monsignor  Loomis'  case  is 
resolved  soon  and  his  obviously  warm  and  personal  interest  in  Monsignor  Loomis' 
welfare.  One  can  only  image  but  never  truly  appreciate  the  suffering  that  an  innocent 
priest  must  endure  as  a  victim  of  accusations  which  he  knows  to  be  false  and  which 
threaten  to  negate  a  lifetime  of  priestly  service. 

I  have  expressed  some  of  my  concerns  in  a  letter  much  longer  than  I  had 
intended.  I  hope  it  can  serve  as  the  basis  for  further  discussions.  If  I  am  mistaken  as  to 
any  fact  or  application  of  law  expressed  in  this  letter  please  let  me  know. 
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At  your  earliest  convenience,  I  would  very  much  like  to  meet  with  you  both,  and , 
if  possible,  with  Cardinal  Mahony  whose  interest  in  this  particular  case  is 
understandabley  of  great  concern  and  anguish.  I  would  like  to  review  the  entire  file  on  the 
matter  at  the  same  time.  I  will  be  available  to  come  to  Los  Angeles  anytime  after  June  25 
and  will  make  myself  available  in  the  evenings  and  on  weekends  as  well  if  you  wish. 
Meanwhile,  if  I  can  supply  you  with  any  information  about  the  matter,  I  will  be  happy  to 
do  so.  Please  let  me  know  too,  as  a  practical  matter,  whether  the  Archdiocese  will  pay  for 
Monsignor  Loomis'  canonical  fees  and  expenses.  I  await  your  reply. 

With  esteem  and  respect  for  you  and  the  Cardinal  and  praying  that  the  Holy  Spirit 
enlightens  us  all  with  wisdom  and  courage  to  do  what  is  right  and  just,  I  am 

Sincerely  yours, 
REDACTED 


Cc: 


His  Eminence  Roger  Cardinal  Mahony 
Cardinal  Archbishop  of  Los  Angeles 
Reverend  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 
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Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 
3424  Wilshire  Boulevard 
Los  Angeles,  California  90010 

Re:  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 
De£UREDACTED 

Thank  you  for  the  two  Decrees  which  you  sent  me  on  July  12  which  I  received 
on  July  14,2004.  ... 

As  you  have  previously  told  me,  the  Decree,  dated  February  13, 2004  was  never 
issued  or  cornmunicated  to  Monsignor  Loomis.  I  presume  it  has  now  been  communicated 
directly  to  him  since  it  is  not  effective  until  that  is  done  (Canons  54(2),  55  &  56). 

The  February  13th  Decree  is  issued  pursuant  to  Canon  1722.  That  canon 
requires  that  1)  the  promoter  of  justice  be  heard  and  2)  that  the  accused  (  Monsignor 
Loomis)  be  "cited"  before  a  decree  can  be  issued.  Although  your  Decree  does  not  state 
that  these  requirement  have  been  met.  I  presume  that  they  have  been.  Monsignor  Loomis 
was  canonically  "cited"  then  at  the  February  12th  meeting  with  Monsignor  Cox  otherwise 
the  decree  could  not  he  issued. 

Canon  1722  states  the  measures  which  can  be  taken  if  it  is  invoked  but  all  those 
measures  are  not  automatically  applied  if  the  canon  is  invoked.  The  measures  imposed 
must  be  spelled  out  in  the  decree.  They  are  not  so  specified  in  the  February  13th  Decree 
and  Monsignor  Loomis  has  never  been  advised  what  he  can  and  cannot  do.  Furthermore, 
the  decree  only  decrees  that  "the  precautionary  measures  of  Canon  1722  are  to  be  applied 
by  the  Vicar  for  Clergy  in  the  customary  manner".  I  am  unaware  that  Monsignor  Cox  has 
issued  any  decree  applying  canon  1722.  The  February  13th  Decree  does  not  actually  apply 
any  measure  of  canon  1 722.  . 

Canon  1722  gives,  the  three  reasons  for  which  it  can  be  applied.  The  reasons 
given  in  the  decree  are  1)  the  prominence  of  the  person  and  position  of  authority  held  by 
Monsignor  Loomis,  the  gravity  of  the  scandal  involved,  to  the  wider  good  of  the  Church 
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and  the  the  right  of  defense  of  the  accused.  I  sincerely  ask,  what  precise  scandal  is  meant 
to  be  precluded  here  and  who  is  giving  it? 

Monsignor  Loomis'  "prominence  and  position"  plus  30  years  of  exemplary 
priesthood  would  seem  to  be  a  reason  not  to  remove  him  on  unproved  allegations  alone. 
Removal  has  certainly  damaged  Monsignor  Loomis'  reputation  and  that  damage  increases 
the  longer  he  is  kept  on  leave.  Removal  seems  to  contravene  the  Bishop's  obligation  to 
protect  the  rights  of  this  priests  which  includes  the  right  to  a  good  reputation  (Canons  384 
&  220)  as  well  as  Canon  1717  which  specifically  requires  that  "care  must  be  taken  that 
the  investigation  does  not  call  into  question  anyone's  good  name"(Canon  1717(2),  also 
Norm  6  of  the  Essential  Norms).  Monsignor  Loomis  has  not  and  is  not  giving  any  scandal 
during  the  course  of  the  preliminary  investigation.  If  one  should  be  concerned  about  the 
Archdiocese  giving  scandal  by  leaving  Monsignor  Loomis  in  rninistry  during  the 
investigation,  that  concern  is  misplaced.  It  would  give  no  "scandal",  although  it  might 
serve  some  PR  purposes,  purposes  which  should  not  be  considered  in  light  of  the  priest's 
established  and  long-standing  good  reputation,  the  lack  of  evidentiary  proof  that  what  is 
alleged  actually  happened,  the  legal  principle  that  the  accused  is  innocent  until  proven 
guilty  and,  in  this  case,  the  categorical  denial  of  Monsignor  Loomis  that  the  allegations 
are  true.  Providing  the  Archdiocese  fulfills  its  canonical  obligation  of  investigating  the 
matter,  the  Archdiocese. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  Monsignor  Loomis  has  been  cited,  that  the  canonical 
investigation  is  underway  with  canonical  auditors  appointed  to  take  evidence  (sworn  and 
instructed  in  the  canonical  method  of  gathering  evidence  -  not  simply  in  the  methods  of 
civil  police  procedure- 1  presume),  I  must  in  conscience  pursue  my  canonical  rights  and 
duties  as  Monsignor  Loomis'  advocate.  To  this  end  I  ask  that,  in  accordance  with  canon 
law,  I  be  present  at  the  questioning  of  any  witness  whose  testimony  is  to  be  considered  in 
determining  whether  abuse  has  occurred,  and  be  allowed  to  submit  questions  to  be  asked 
of  the  witness  by  the  auditor  (Canons  1559  and  1561),  that  all  witnesses  be  sworn,  that  a 
canonical  notary  be  present  to  take  or  record  their  testimony,  and  that  I  be  permitted  to 
present  witnesses  in  defense  of  Monsignor  Loomis.  I  thank  you  for  already  having  told 
me  that  you  will  ask  me  to  present  you  with  questions  for  the  witnesses  whose  testimony 
you  intend  to  take  personally. 

At  the  end  of  the  prdiminary  investigation  a  decree  must  be  issued.  Canon  50 
requires  that  before  such  a  decree  is  issued,  the  "authority  is  to  seek  the  necessary 
information  and  proofs  and  also  to  hear  those  whose  rights  can  be  injured. . . "  This 
provision  must  mean  that  the  accused  has  the  right  to  be  heard  by  anyone  or  any  body 
who  will  be  consulted  about  the  action  by  the  Ordinary.  I,  therefore  ask  that  I  and 
Monsignor  Loomis  be  heard  before  any  such  decree  is  issued.  Canon  1725  also  provides 
that  we  be  given  the  opportunity  to  write  or  speak  last  in  any  discussion  of  the  case.  All  of 
this  is  in  logical  keeping  with  the  accused's  natural  and  canonical  right  of  defense  and  the 
burden  of  an  accuser  to  prove  his  allegation. 
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Canon  5 1  requires  that  the  reasons  for  issuing  the  decree  be  given  in  writing. 
The  only  reason  for  initiating  any  process  after  concluding  the  preliminary  investigation  is 
that  sufficient  evidence  has  been  produced  to  establish  that  the  abuse  has  in  fact  occurred. 
Norm  6  of  the  Essential  Norms  states  "When  there  is  sufficient  evidence  that  sexual 
abuse  of  a  minor  has  occurred. . ."  This  is  the  decision  which  is  to  be  made  at  the 
conclusion  of  the  PreKminary  investigation.  It  is  the  purpose  of  the  preliminary 
investigation,  i.e.  to  determine  by  evidence  whether  abuse  did,  in  fact,  occur.  Canon  1718 
has  only  to  do  with  imputability  and  the  manner  in  which  any  penalty  for  the  offense  will 
be  administered. 


With  respect  to  the  Decree  of  January  5,  2004  opening  a  canonical  preliminary 
investigation,  I  am  confused.  The  Cardinal  opened  an  investigation  on  December  23, 
2003  and  appointedREDACTED    to  conduct  it.  Your  January  5, 2004  Decree  opens  the 
same  investigation  and  appointsREDACTED  to  conduct  it.  I  do  not  know  what  the 
Cardinal  meant  when,  in  his  letter  of  appointment  toREDACTED    he  wrote  "  I  am  also 
askinfJ^DACTED  ^0  0pm  ^e  prGper  canonical  investigation  at  the  same  time. . ." 
There  can  only  be  one  canonical  investigation  and  a  canonical  investigation  is  the  only 
one  the  ordinary  is  authorized  to  conduct.  Am  I  correct  in  understanding  that  you  are 
conducting  the  investigation  on  behalf  of  the  Ordinary? 

Because  it  is  really  not  possible  to  protect  Monsignor  Loomis'  rights  unless  I 
am  allowed  to  examine  his  file  and  the  evidence  which  I  may  not  already  have,  I  ask  you 
to  reconsider  my  request  to  do  so  at  the  earliest  possible  time. 

In  another  letter,  I  will  present  my  analysis  of  the  information  already  in  my 
possession  as  well  as  information  which  you  do  not  have.  Although  Monsignor  Loomis 
cannot  be  made  to  do  so,  he  is  willing  to  voluntarily  take  an  oath  and  deny  the  allegations 
made  against  him. 

Please  let  me  know  if  there  is  anything  more  that  I  can  do  to  assist  in 
expediting  and  concluding  the  preliminary  investigation. 


Respectfully  and  sincerely  yours 
REDACTED 


cc:  Monsignor  Graig  A.  Cox,  J.C.D. 
REDACTED 

His  Eminence  Roger  Cardinal  Mahony 
Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 
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Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 


June  23,  2004 


REDACTED 


RE:     Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 

REDACTED 

Deal 

Thank  you  for  your  letter  of  June  14,  2004  addressed  to  me  ancREDACTED 
concerning  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis.  It  was  also  good  speaking  with  you  on  the 
telephone  about  his  case. 

You  have  asked  to  meet  with  me  and  REDACTED  and.  if  oossible,  Cardinal  Mahony 
and  to  review  the  file.  In  this  regard,  I  must  defer  toREDACTED  wno  is  a  canon 
lawyer  and  who  will  be  involved  with  the  canonical  aspects  of  the  case.  All  further 
correspondence  and  requests  for  information  should  be  directed  to  him. 

With  best  wishes,  I  am 


REDACTED 


cc: 


Father  Thomas  Anslow 
REDACTED 


Pastoral  Regions:     Our'Lady  of  the  Angels     San  Fernando     San  Gabriel     San  Pedro     Santa  Barbara 
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REDACTED 

REDACTED 


June  29, 2004 

REDACTED 


Re:  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 
DearREDACTED 

Thank  you  for  your  letter  ?3, 2004.  In  accordance  therewith,  I  will  direct 

all  future  correspondence  to  R^UAC  I  LU 

I  am  sincerely  puzzled,  however,  about  what  role  you  and  REDACTED  haVe  jjj 
the  canonical  investigation.  In  his  letter  of  December  23, 2003,  Cardinal  Mahony 
appointed  you  as  Chairman  of  the  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board  to  investigate  the 
allegations  against  Monsignor  Loomis.  Your  mvestieatorfVi  were  appointed  Canonical 
Auditors.  In  your  letter  of  January  2, 2004  tcREDACTED       you  confirmed  that  your 
investigation  was  nurelv  canonical:  "My  investigation  is  not  part  of  the  litigation 
involvinjREDACTEDand  the  Archdiocese.  I  and  the  Board  are  vitally  interested  in 
obtaining  information  concerning  the  facts  of  the  charges  against  Monsignor  Loomis  so 
that  we  can  determine  whether  he  should  be  removed  from  ministry  at  mis  time."  On  the 
weekend  of  January  31-  February  1,  Monsignor  Loomis'  parishioners  were  told  that  "The 
Clergy  Misconduct  Board- . .  has  reviewed  the  allegation  and  the  initial  results  of  the 
investigation ...  No  credible  evidence  of  misconduct  has  been  presented  to  us." 

Because  the  only  canonical  investigation  authorized  in  Canon  Law  was  assigned 
to  you  as  Chairman  of  the  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board,  and  because  the  only 
canonical  investigation  being  carried  out  is  yours,  I  am  at  a  lo«« 
nature  and  purpose  of  the  so-called  "parallel"  investigation  cf  REDACTED  Qr  ^ 
what  canonical  aspects  REDACTED  is  involved.  I  would  appreciate  any  clarification. 

With  every  best  wish, 
REDACTED 

CCREDACTED 

His  Eminence  Roger  Cardinal  Mahony 
Monsignor  RichardA  Loomis 


REDACTED 


June  29,  2004 

REDACTED 

Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 
3424  Wilshire  Boulevard 
Los  Angeles,  California  90010 

Re:  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 

„  REDACTED 
Deai 

REDACTED 


has  asked  me  to  direct  my  correspondence  to  you. 

I  will  be  in  Los  Angeles  all  of  next  week,  from  July  6  through  July  10.  Could 
you  kindly  arrange  for  me  to  review  the  entire  file  on  the  Loomis  allegations  and* 
investigation  to  date?  I  presume  that  all  the  records  are  in  one  place  but  if,  for  some 
reason  they  are  not,  I  will  be  happy  to  go  to  the  several  places.  I  will  make  myself 
available  at  any  time  during  the  week,  days  and  evenings.  I  would  also  ask  to  meet  with 
and  discuss*^  y{m  and  with  those  in  charge  of  the  actual  investigation.  ' 

Presumably  _   I  believe  such  discussion  would  be  beneficial  to  all  and  is 

provided  for  in  Canon  1 725.  It  would,  of  course,  be  necessary  to  know  the  facts  and  their 
supporting  evidence  upon  which  the  Board  andREDACTED    recommended  that 
Monsignor  Loomis  be  placed  on  leave.  Without  such  knowledge  Monsignor  Loomis 
would  be  effectively  deprived  of  his  right  of  defense,  to  comment  on  and  rebut  the 
evidence  presented  and  to  present  further  evidence. 

There  is  no  need  to  respond  in  writing  .You  mav  advise  me  of  times  and  places 
for  record  review  and  meetings  by  phoneREDACTED  j  can  receive 

messages  on  both  lines  if  away. 

I  appreciate  your  interest  and  concern  for  Monsignor  Loomis  who  has  served 
your  Archdiocese  so  well  for  so  many  years  and  hope  that  I  can  assist  in  bringing  his  case 
to  a  speedy  and  just  conclusion. 

Sineerelv  vnnrc. 

REDACTED 

cc-:  REDACTED 

His  Emienece  Roger  Cardinal  Mahony 
Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 


REDACTED 


June  29, 2004 

REDACTED 


Re:  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Lc«mis 
DearREDACTED 

Thank  you  for  your  letter  of  June  23, 2004.  In  accordance  therewith,  I  will  direct 
all  future  correspondence  toREDACTED 

I  am  sincerely  puzzled,  however,  about  what  role  you  andRE  DACTE  D  -m 
the  canonical  mvestigatioa  In  his  letter  of  December  23*2003,  Cardinal  Mahony 
appointed  you  as  Chairman  of  the  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board  to  investigate  the 
allegations  against  Monsignor  Loomis.  Your  investigatorfs)  were  appointed  Canonical 
Auditors.  In  your  letter  of  January  2, 2004  toREDACTED       y(m  confirmed  that  your 
investigation  was  purely  canonical:  "My  investigation  is  not  part  of  the  litigation 
involvingRE  DACTED  md  the  Archdiocese.  I  and  the  Board  are  vitally  interested  in 
obtaining  information  concerning  the  facts  of  the  charges  against  Monsignor  Loomis  so 
that  we  can  determine  whether  he  should  be  removed  from  ministry  at  this  time."  On  the 
weekend  of  January  3 1  -  February  1 ,  Monsignor  Loomis'  parishioners  were  told  that  "The 
Clergy  Misconduct  Board. . .  has  reviewed  the  allegation  and  the  initial  results  of  the 
investigation  ...  No  credible  evidence  of  misconduct  has  been  presented  to  us." 

Because  the  only  canonical  investigation  authorized  in  Canon  Law  was  assigned 
to  you  as  Chairman  of  the  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board,  and  because  the  only 
canonical  investigation  being  carried  out  is  yours,  I  am  at  a  loss  to  understand  the  need 
nature  and  purpose  of  the  so-called  "parallel"  investigation  of  REDACTED  orwith 
what  canonical  aspects  REDACTED  is  involved.  I  would  appreciate  any  clarification. 

With  every  best  wish, 
REDACTED 

cc:  REDACTED 

His  Eminence  Roger  Cardinal  Mahony 
Monsignor  RichardA  Loomis 


REDACTED 


June  29, 2004 

REDACTED 

Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 
3424  Wnshire  Boulevard 
Los  Angeles,  California  90010 

Re:  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 
DearREDACTED 

REDACTED  j  * 

has  asked  me  to  direct  my  correspondence  to  you. 

I  will  be  in  Los  Angeles  all  of  next  week,  from  July  6  through  July  10.  Could 
you  kindly  arrange  for  me  to  review  the  entire  file  on  the  Loomis  allegations  and 
investigation  to  date?  I  presume  that  all  the  records  are  in  one  place  but  if,  for  some 
reason  they  are  not,  I  will  be  happy  to  go  to  the  several  places.  I  will  make  myself 
available  at  any  time  during  the  week,  days  and  evenings.  I  would  also  ask  to  meet  with 
and  discuss  the  case  with  you  and  with  those  in  charge  of  the  actual  investigation, 
presumablyREDACTE,D     I  believe  such  discussion  would  be  beneficial  to  all  and  is 
provided  for  in  Canon  1725.  It  would,  of  course,  be  necessary  to  know  the  facts  and  their 
supporting  evidence  upon  which  the  Board  and  Redacted    recommended  that 
Monsignor  Loomis  be  placed  on  leave.  Without  such  knowledge  Monsignor  Loomis 
would  be  effectively  deprived  of  his  right  of  defense,  to  comment  on  and  rebut  the 
evidence  presented  and  to  present  further  evidence. 

There  is  no  need  to  respond  in  writing  .You  may  advise  me  of  times  and  places 
for  record  review  and  meetings  by  phone  REDACTED  _     ,  I  can  receive 

messages  on  both  lines  if  away. 

I  appreciate  your  interest  and  concern  for  Monsignor  Loomis  who  has  served 
your  Archdiocese  so  well  for  so  many  years  and  hope  that  I  can  assist  in  bringing  his  case 
to  a  speedy  and  just  conclusion. 

Sincerelv  yours, 
REDACTED 


::  REDACTED 
His  Emienece  Roger  Cardinal  Mahony 
Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 
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REDACTED 


REDACTED 


On  July  6,  2007lr"=UMO  1  CLJ  ';tTJjr:_^  ....._r,  Holy  Family  Cyclic  ■. 


 ^REDACTED 

■  Co^iiSty,5O0  E..Loraita- Ave.,  Glendale,  CA  9130546|9^rato9e  numbe! 
redacted  furnished  the  following  information  toKtUAU  1  tu  who  identified  • 

. 1  ■  ,'jbtoselfas  ;REDACTED  .. ,.       retained  by  the  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board  of  ^ 
.  ■  -fee  Archdiocese  -of  Los  Angeles. to  conduct  an  investigation  into  an  allegation  b) 
• '  REDACTEDthat  Mohsighcr  Richard  Loomis  sexually  molested  him  while  he  was-a  student  • 
at  Pater  Npster  High  School  in.  i'97 1  -72; 

REDACTED    pire&ged  his  "remarks  by  stating  he  had  "no  ax  to  grind"  with  Monsignor 
'  •  '  Loomia  personally,  hut  after  considerable  thought  and  prayer  he  felt  duty  bound  to  report 
'  „hiS  observations  of  what  ia- retrospect  was  clearly  inappropriate  conduct of  a  sexually;  , 
'  .  'suggestive  nature  on  the  part  of  Monsignor  (then  Father)  Richard  Loomis  with' young 
'. ,  "boys  like  hirriself  when  Father  Loomis  was  the  associate  pastor  at  Holy  Family  .Catholic . 
'  .'  Community.    ,  ■   "      •   '   :  .  ••  •  ' ' 

•  '  H<a  grew  W  mfilendale  in  a' Catholic  family  of™Dboys  and™  girls,  all  of  whom  • 
,    attended  Hc»ly  Pamily  Elementary  School.  HisREDACTEDbrother5  attended  nearby  Pater  ,  ' 
. .  Noster  Hi^i  Sohool.  ■'  ' 

;  He  would-have  b&sn  in' the  eighth:  grade  at  Holy  Family  Elementary  School  when  Father 
• '  •'  Rio'Baxd  Loomis  was  assigned  there  as  the  associate  castor  from  June  1976  to  July  1979. ' 
He  graduated  eighth  gr'ade  in  .1977. 

:Hi5^yotmg^i;•brothsr.REDACTED  was  a  year  behind  him.at  Holy  Family  Elementary 
'  School:  ''The  tro  of  them  'and  several  of  their  friend's  were  'altar  boys  and  got  to  know  _ 
Father  Loomis  iri  . that 'cajpaeity,  •  '  . 

■  Ke  sensed  thc"io:  was  something  peculiar  about  Father  Loomis'  .inordinate  interest  in  the 

•  altar  boys  in  particular  as^he  always  surrounded  himself  with  boys  and  oftentimes  invited 
'him  and  other  altar  boys  to  join  him,  in  the  upstairs  private  community  foam  in  the  rectory 
:    '  after  S'-Oa'pim-masa  go  they  could  "talk,"  That  sort  of  thing'would  be  inappropriate,  aud  , 
'   strictly,  prohibited  by  today's  standards  of  conduct  for  priests,  but  at  the  time  it  .was  ■ 
justified  .as  a  means  of  "promoting.  wcatioh".amons  boys  that  may  have,  expressed  an 
interest  rathe  priesthood.  In'retrospwtatage^l,  rauehof  what  Fa&erLoorrus  said  and 
.  did  with  boys  .around  his  age  during  that  time  was  highly  inappropriate  under  any, 
' cjjeurnstahces,  ''•.''' 

,  '  It 'was  well-known  to  Father  Loomis  and  others  that  he-had  been  considering  a  vocation  ■ 
'  ' ,  -as  a  priest  since.  hewasinthe;Second  grade.  It  was  thus  natural  for  Father  Looms  to  _ 

'  invite  Wto  to  the  corr^^^ 
'  ■ .  the  priesthood.  Father  Loomis  invited  him  alone  to  the  community  room  and  bar  dt  least 
a  .couple'of  times  and  on'cach  such  occasion  offered  him  a  beer.  He  deehned  the  beer 
'  and  tool;  a  soda  instead  -On  one  such  occasion,  however,  he  took  a  sip  of  beer  that  Fattier 
'  Lcoinis  gave;  hjm,'  but  put  tile  bottle  down  after  tbatbecause  the  beer  tasted  bitter  and  he 
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.dldxjotfeelrightaWt.drinkiTig alcohol atihatage.  Father Lcomis  never  tfied to for^ 
Sol  on  Mrh,  but  iethim  and  his  Mends  know  they  were  fiea  to  tank  tte  communion 

■So2  the  c^U  or -beer  at  th,  rectory  bar  area  if  they  were  so  fechned  Father  Loornis' 
permissivfe  attitude  vvith  regard-to  underage  boys  being  offered  alcoholic  beverages  by 
W  paiiafc.priest.struek  him  aild  hfe  friends  a*  "very  strange."  Alcohol,  sexual  . 
taxx^Jtad  ^  piW'  *f  boys  always  *«Md  to  §°  toB^cr  with  Father  Loosnw. 

Father  Loomis  once  commented  to  him  and  some  friends  Bp  had  invited  to  the    .  ' 
;SSoF>  bar  tbaVYou  guys  canhave  all  you  w^t  to  dnnk,  but  you  have  to  my 
heretodghi^fybuda.',  ..  .  ■ '        "  , 

•Fate  Loomis'  comments  anH  innuendoes  were  always  sexual  in  nature  if,  swb iettbjp. ; 
.  p2£  Loomisasked  his  fiicncREDACTED^       a  seventh  grader  at  the  <™  ' 
■"  ybudcxvhcr.you.s,l;horny-?"  When"  did  not  respond,  Father  Loom*  3«d,  lju»._ 
have  a  good  beat-off,1'  ,    ■  ,  •' 

He  had  never  experienced  behavior  and  comments  of  that  nature  from' any 

to  the  afctotty,  tta.prfes*  he  knew  prior  to  Father  Uonu  were  rok ;  ^ls  qf  fhe- 
nighest  morals,  and  charter.  He-  and  his  friends  were  old  enough  and     e  enorji  to 
'  •  fceSc  that'Father  Loorhis  was  different  and  someone  they  should  not  get  too  close  to,  , 

Father  Ixutai*  n^rphysicalJy  touchedhim inappropriately  or  ap»^y  wMjjdhto 
lnase:xual  marmer,buthe  ^as  oftentimes  unccrofortabfc  a^imd  him  because  of  his 
' '  SSor  alcohol  and  sexual  innuendoes.  He  suspected  that  Fafe*  LoonHs'  *exual  . 

■  probities may  have'been  brought  on  ^«P»^^^^teS^°SS?  ■ 
£m  under  the  obvious  influence  of  alcohol,  He  also  thought  it  was  unusual  that  Father  , 

' "  jjtopte  spent  .56  much  of  Ms  personal  time  in  the  company  of  boys. 

'  Fate  Laomis  too*  his  btothe™0  «*  *  of  other  boy,  to  -  park  near  his  parents' 
'  horrU^ific  Palisades  and  got  them  drunk  on  Mipk^  Bze  Moutii  malt  faquar  ■ 

■  'A^rLHs,het0oktheh0y8to'hiSparentS'homB.  He  REDACTED  and  two  of  his  altar 

'    ^^^^MmmuJn^onmo^o^ion.  Father Loom* always .  . 
'  told  them  to  "drink  what  you  want*  of  the  communion  wine, 

'  father  LobmWmdd  tonde^h"  his  ^  K^J^tnl^S^068 
•Lmadeinthepresehceofboys.  It  was  as  though  "he  would  take  it  tg  the  edge,  but 
..  ^Tor^^^  ^re  were  "a  lot  of  boundary  iW  with 

.':  Father  Loomis.        •  '  ..  •    .  • 

••  Uomia  invited  him  out  to  dinner  with  Um  o*f  ^twh^enhew^  tate  _ 

.  ", ighm  grade,  which^^  ^Sfhlt 
;  bScenihe  Wofthorn.as  the  evening  wore  on.  Father  Loonus  wore  a  golf  shirt  that  , 
" ' '  cveaing  and-took  him  to  anise  restaurant  for  dinner.  After"** Father  If  ■  • 

'     Sw&^tbe^.releaMd  movie,  "The Exoreist,"  which ^  *>^*** 
■•-  SS'e  Theater,  but  the,^  . 
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■  Man  Who  Fea  to  Earth/'  staring  ^^^T^^  ^ 

tote  an' «R" r^d mcyie  about homosexuality and unxnhbr^d s^b°™f . 
to  oe.  an  is  nw*u  w     ■       c.nmP+t1;nc,  he  as  a  Driest  would  never  want  to  see  -on.tas  , 
between  men  and  women,  ana  soroetaing  ne  as  a  . 

/  own  or  least  of  all  taJse-  a  teenage  boy  to  see. 

'  Lodini3''.ciecisiq&lintliat;regaid.  • 

;  S'  was  then  &P*n  as  Brothe,  Bcckct,  taught  with  the  Broths  *  Samt  Patrick  Ordsr.  . 

Three  ofhi.  older  briers  knew  of  Brother  Beat's  a^^^fht 
'Setoovvnst^  himat  the  time  warned  the*  father  to  keep hW  ^g^^T 

ho^iuQW  on  their  observations  of  tas  behavior  around  them. 

S &*fewia '^Fate Loomis ^dl  ofto ***** tte* w^ess to . 

discuss  ttis  matter  with  ..Canonical  Auditor 
'    His  brother  REDACTED   can  be  reached  on  his  cell  ■phone,  REDACTED 
1    Redacted  ^"co^a  atREDACTED    He  is  in  the  process  of  flying  for 
.  • '  admission  to  the  seminary  .to  become  a  priest.  ; 

•••    '  ,  f  .  •  REDACTED         had  mentioned  something  to. 

redacted    Uv?s  ^redacted  ,  hut  he  does  not  have  a  phone  number  or  addiess.for  him. 

•REDACTED  '  ^uld  teow  about  Father  Loomis'  from,  his  dayman  altar  boy  at  Holy 
•  ;Faraily7  hut  he  does  'not'know  .his  whereabouts. 

REDACTED  •  ^^^changedhisnarneto™^^^^  .  \  '  ' 

,  app.^tlf had  an  v^m^^^f^^^S  ^him  at  a . 
.  .He  does  noi  have  an  address  or  Pho^S^m  redacted  face  tumed  ^  and  Ms 
'  ,,  Hollywood  nightc^ 

'  ,  ;.'  jaw  dropped  when  he  jpkmgly  commented  to  him  that  crpm^ 
"■  '  you  "REDACTED  'regained  his.  composure  and  commented  tt       m  all  seriousness,  n  g 
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PERSONAL  &  CONFIDENTIAL 


•    ,  •  REDACTED  t 

stoxv  to  tell  you  'about  BiotHer  Becket,"  before      drove  away  without  listening  to 


a 

REDACTED  stoly_  . 
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PRIVIUSGED  &  CONFIDENTIAL 

REDACTED 


On  July  7  20045REDACTED     '  ""  N^oit  Beach  CA^'O, 

1  Kgatio^o'i  -U^afi^ byREDACTED     that  Moiwr  Racfc^d  i^ora*  . 

■  Jfels  employed  as  tbi  REDACTED  to  Newport  Beach. 

u  in  niendala  and  was  the  REDACTED  children  in  a  Catholic, feroily,  'all 

'  KrSS^S^  School  Hcgraduaod  «**  - 

•  1978.  -  "    •  ■  ■  .  .    '  ' 

'  'HE UREDACTED     ^'brother  ofREDACTED  ■  ^  classmates,  altar.'  . 

boys  arid  ftieiidf  ^wasayearolderti^heand, 

For  p5,  Le  washing  out  of  the  ordinary  about  tas  behave  ^d 

"  ,  yeais'  after  the  fact.  ■  '  , 

•  •  r,r_r>A/,n.r.r,  -REDACTED 
.,                                  .  .       ■           ,  ,    .  ...    REDACTED      and -oassiblv 

Pro'  &  Tact)  restaur**  and  *ent  to  13m  school  yard  where  they  drank  fte  pea^  twrnoj^ 
■    KSS^^^1^  conduct rngxyrngmmors a 
:SS*1  totally  inap^priater  W  to  w*s  nothu>g  of  .  ^ 

natwe-'that  accoinpanied  hiigiving  the  liquor  to  fiwm. 
,   '  It  never  o^rrsd  to  i^im 'that  Father  Loomis  had afixation on oi  particular  interest  in  : 

:  boys':.  ■    '  '•• 

'        ,  -.-r^  .  „T-r-r^  REDACTED      .  •      •  • 

'  ■  i   j  ._       REDACTED  m  his. car 

'     and  give  than  Atom  ofhis.pld  aeighbcnhood  in  FacUic  f « waac*  ^  durin*  the  • 

•  rvf  \iiokev  Bie  Mouth  matt  liquor  ata  local  liqwr  store  which  they  all  shared  aum„  y» 
^fSy^Z^^liy  and  Father  Loom*'  bW  «fff  ?™ 

.  \  ouTpSf  mt^^H.tookthcrnhy  his  pints'  home;butthey  didtt*  go  aafefe 

house., 

■ '  Thev  rnav  have  returned  to  theory  ^th  Father  fcaomfe  after  their  tour  of  Pacific  ^ 
'  ■  PaEc of  tot  chrpnoiogy  of  «Y«*.  He  did  r^l  being  m  the 
■ '  .  SS^SJSto  v>A  hi*  friends,  probably  the  same  friends  that  went  o*  tte 
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•:  '•  PEftfONAL  &  WtWtbENTMJ. 

tour  with  Father  Loomis  earlier  that,  day,  whsn  Father  Loomis  made  a  comment  to  the  . 
"effept  that,'"It  doesn't  matter  ^Bo  touches  you  somewhere,  It  still  feels  good  "  He  and  •. 
.liis  Mends  laughed*  and  responded  with  a  sarcastic  remark  along  the  liae  of,  "What .are  ^ 
you,,  gayor^weer?"  'Nothing  more  came  of  that  incident,  which  he  and  his  friends 
laughed  off.       .  • . 

He  had  no  ^collection  of  Father  Loomis  inviting  hira  or  other  altar  boys  to  help 
tbwnwlvas  to  the  communion,  wirie.'  Father  Loomis  never  touched  him  in.  an  '  . 
.Appropriate  ixMuwiiet  and  or  engaged  in  what  he  would  consider  sexual  itaucado  vnth 
thepbssibie  exception  of  the  one-such  incident  in  the  rectory. 


2 
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REDACTED 


■'■  '■■  TELECOPIER  COVER  SHEET 

PLEASE  DELIVER  THE  FOLLOWING  MATERIAL  AS  SOON  AS 
POSSIBLE: 

DATEs ;    '  <?JSt1ti¥  TIME:       '  ■  '  ' 


T0:  REDACTED 

FAX  NO;:. 
FROM: 


NUMBER  OF  PAGES'-  EXCLUDING  COVER  SHEET;     P  . 

ATTACHMENT:--;.  " .' '    ■  '    ■  •    ■•'  ■■  . 

MESSAGE:  .  REDACTED 

'  ■'    ,    ,    ,'  'r^T^^tv(  Oyi  _ 

_^  _REDACTED  <f      •    ■    ■  . 

■  ■  li you  ao  not  receive  m  ox  tnese  pages,  please  call  KbDAG  I  LD  ,g.soo^as 

•  possible..'  ; 

Note:  Aeopyofthisnmteriiilis/isnotta  ■  ■ 

ATTENTION  '  • 

•  •'  '  This  'written  message  .is  intended  only  for  the  use  of  the  individual  or  entity  to  which  it  is  addressed,  and 
may  contain  infdrmation  that  is  privileged,  confidential  and  non-disclos&ble.  If  you  have  received  this '  ' 
"message  by  mistake,  please.Call  the  number  above  immediately  and  destroy  the  telecopy  message;  Thank 
you  for  your  cooperation,    . 


REDACTED 


PRIVILEGED  &.  CONFIDENTIAL 


,     REDACTED  REDACTED 

On  July  7,  :2004REDACTf D,     ,  cellphone  . 

ntunb'eiREDACTED  furnished  the  following  information  toREDACTED  who  ';. 
identified  himself  as  aREDACf  ED       ,r  retained  by  the  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight 
Board  of  the  Archdiocese  of  Los  ..Angeles  to  conduct  an  investigation  into  an  allegation  •• 
^REDACTED  that  Mossignor  Richard  Loomis  sexually  molested  .him  while  he  Was  a 
student  at.  Pater  Noster  High  School  in  1971-72;  .*  •  ■ 

He  works  forREDACTED  ' 

REDACTED  "  '.  ••  '...'. 

He  waa:th<REDACTED' '  '.'ma  Catholic  family  of  REDACTEDand  REDACTEDthat,  grew  up  in. 
Glendale  and  attended  Holy  Name  Elementary  School. 

.He  would  have'been  in  the  seventh 'grade  when  Father  Richard  Loomis  became:  the 
.  associate  pastor  at  Holy  Family  Parish  in  1976,  His  brothe;REDACTED  who  is  now  the 
associate  pastor  at  Holy,  Family,  was  a  year  ahead  of  him  in  school.  Both  were  altar  boys 
":  and  got  to  know.  Father  Loomis  in  that  capacity.  .' 

Father  Loomis  allowed  ' and  od'easionaily  encouraged  him  and  other  altar  boys  to  drink  the 
altar  wWthatwas  stored  in  a.eloset  in  the  sacristy  of  the  church.  On  a  few  occasions,  . 
they  sipped  wine  in  Father  Loomis' presence. 

;He  recalted  an'eveninK' occasion  when  Father  Loomis  invited  him  and  two  of  his.  friends, 
redacted  andREDACTED  ,  to  go  to  Pacific  Palisades  with  him  in  his  car;  Father  • . 
'  Loomis. stopped  tod  bought  a  six-pack  of  Mickey  Big  Mouth  malt  liquor,  on 'the  way  to  .a 
park  in  Pacific  Palisades  where  he  and  his  friends  shared  the  six-pack,  He'  did  nqt  recall 
if-Father  Loomis.drank  one  of  the  beers  or  anything  on  that  occasion.  He  neversaw  '.,  •  • . 
Father  Loomis'  under  the'  influence  of  alcohol  at  any  time, 

..The  one  really  strange  thing  he  remembers  about  that  night  was  that  sometime  after  they, 
got  t(?  the  park,  he  noticed  Father  Loomis  urinating  in  the  middle  of  the  park  with  his 
hack  turned  to,  Mm'  and  his'.fri'ends.  He  thought  it  was  very  strange  to  see  a  priest  ■ 
urinatirig  in  the  middle  of  a  park.  Father  Loomis  did  not  expose  himself  to  anyone  and  no 

.'  one'  said'  anything  about  the  incident.  That  was  the  only  thing  about  that  evening  that ,  . .. 
stood.out  ihhis  .mind  as  bemg  .very  odd  or  unusual  ...    ■  ■ 

'  He  would  .occasionally  see  Father  Loomis  at  St.  Charles  Borromeo  Church  in  Norths  • 
Hollywood' wheh-he  was  assigned  there  between  1995  and  2002  (dates  provided  hy. 

redacted',  aiad  al^ays  felt  "uncomfortable"  around  him.  He  sensed  that  Father  Loomis  felt 
the  same  way  in  his  presence..  .Both  of  them  were  cordial  with  each  other  andiheither  , 
brought  up  the  past;  ' 


RCALA  006094 


PRIVILEGED  &  CONFIDENTIAL 

He  thought  Father  Loomis  was  "kind  of  strange  to  a  sexual  way."  He  was  "a  little  hit, 
-off  in  the  way  he  related  to,  boys  like  himself.  In  his  opinion,  "He  did'not  treat  boys,  like 
-'a  normal  man treats  a  youngster."  , 

'  Father  Loomis.never  touched  him  in  an  inappropriate  manner  or  said  anything  to  him  that'- 
.he  considered  sexually  solicitous,'  He  did  not  recall  ever  seeing  or  hearing  Father  Loomis 
do  otsay  that  sort  of  thing  to'  Ms  friends  or  other  minors  at  Holy  Family;      •  •.  . 


2 
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REDACTED 


TELECOPIER  COVER  SHEET 

PLEASE  DELIWR  THE  FOLLOWING  MATERIAL  AS  SOON  AS 
POSSIBLE:  .'' 


.DATE;   •     7/&/o<^:  TIME: 

TOi    "  ..REDACTED   

FAX.NO,i  

FROM: 


•  NtlMBER-  QJ?  PAGES  •  -  EXCLUDING  COVER  SHEET:_ 

/ATTACHMENT:  V,    ,  ■  ,  ,  ^  

MESSAGE.:^.        : 'J  REDACTED 


.  Ifyou  do  not  receive,  all  of  these  pages,  please  call REDACTED  assoojias  . 
possible;  •  ;  '•    '  ' •'  _   . ..  •' 

:.  Note;  A  copy  of  this  mate/rial  .is '/  is  not  being  maUed  to  you  in  confirmation. . . 

ATTENTION 

This  writteh/iriessage  is  intended  only  for  the  use  of  the  individual  or  entity  to  which  if  is  addressed,  and 
may  ectasia  jnromation.  that  Is  privileged,  confidential  and  non-disclosable.  If  you  Jiave  received  this  ' 
message  by  jnistartos,'  please  call'  the'number  above  immediately  and  destroy  the  telecopy  messagev  thank 
, you  fcr  your  cooperation.  ■ ;  '    ■;   .   •■•  ',. 

''<.'■"  REDACTED 


REDACTED 


MEMORANDUM 


CLERGY  MISCONDUCT  OVERSIGHT  BOARD 


TO:  Monsinnnr  Hrain  A  Cn\ 

REDACTED 
REDACTED 

FROM: 

DATE:  July  8,  2004 

RE:  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 

CMOB-071-01 


REDACTED 

The  attached  faxes  were  received  from 


TO:  File 

FROM:  REDACTED 

RE:  REDACTED  Canonical  Advisor  to  Msgr.  Loomis 

DATE:  9  July  2004 


Yesterday  afternoon  I  met  with  from  about  1 :40  to  2:35  regarding  the  status  of 

the  preliminary  investigation  into  the  allegations  against  Msgr.  Loomis. 

He  offered  to  assist  in  interviewing  any  of  the  witnesses  and  in  doing  anything  else  to 
help  move  the  case  along. 

The  main  point  I  conveyed  to  him  was  that  the  investigation  is  ongoing  -  there  are  still 
people  with  supposedly  relevant  information  that  we  are  seeking  to  interview. 

I  did  say  that  I  expected  the  preliminary  investigation  to  be  brought  to  an  end  before  the 
civil  litigation  the  Archdiocese  is  engaged  in  is  resolved.  I  did  not  venture  an  opinion  as 
to  how  much  longer  it  will  take. 

I  agreed  withREDACTED  that  Msgr.  Loomis'  "leave  of  absence"  is  not  properly  a  canon 
1722  action,  but  rather  an  administrative  action  the  Archbishop  (through  me  as  his 
delegate)  has  to  take  for  the  good  of  all  concerned  under  canon  223.  I  also  agreed  with 
him  that  much  of  what  is  being  done  with  accused  clerics  is  not  well  thought  out  in  law 
and  in  execution,  and  that  it  will  be  up  to  higher  authority  to  resolve. 

Prior  to  the  meeting  I  began  to  review  the  case  file  but  was  cut  short  by  the  onset  of  a 
migraine  headache.  It  was  only  today  as  I  started  to  review  the  file  again  that  I  realized 
and  remembered  that  my  interim  decree  does  apply  the  precautionary  measures  of  canon 
1722,  but  purposely  avoids  invoking  that  canon  as  the  basis  for  applying  them.  What  I 
neglected  to  do  in  the  decree,  now  that  I  look  at  it,  is  to  invoke  any  canon  for  applying 
those  measures. 


COPY 


July  11,2004 


Monsignor  Craig  A,  Cox,  J.C.D. 

Vicar  for  Clergy 

Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 

3424  Wilshire  Blvd. 

Los  Angeles,  California  90010-3241 

Dear  Monsignor  Cox: 

Pursuant  to  your  instruction,  I  am  sending  this  bill  for  canonical  services  to  you 
and  thank  you  and  the  Archdiocese  for  paying  for  these  services  on  behalf  of  Monsignor 
Loomis. 

I  appreciated  the  opportunity  of  meeting  you  and  discussing  Monsignor 
Loomis'case  with  you  last  week.  Thank  you  again  for  your  time. 


Sincerely  yours, 
REDACTED 


JUL  1  5  2004 


RCALA  006099 


REDACTED 


June  30.  2004 
STATEMENT  OF  ACCOUNT 


Client:  Reverend  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 
Matter:  Canonical  Representation 


Date  f200<n                     Activity  Hours  Minutes 

April  26-28  :  Review  all  documents  sent  by  client,  PC's  with  client.  3  10 

April  29       :  Review  new  material  sent  by  client;  prepare  analysis 
of  available  evidence  to  date,  write  and  e-mail 

comments  to  client.  2  00 

May  27       :  Review  six  e-mails  and  new  material  sent  by  client" 

PC  client  re  same.  20 

Junel         :LDPCtoREDACTED  30 

LDPCto  25 


June  2         :  LDPCtoREDACTED 


30 


June  3         :  PC  with  Client  re:  above  calls  and  proposed  letter  to  them 

and  to  Cardinal.  35 

June  8         :  Review  entire  file,  research  and  prepare  1st  draft  of  letter 

toREDACTED    andRED  ACTED  3  35 

June  10       :  Review  new  documents  (announcements  &  drafts  of).  15 

June  12       :  Review  1st  draft,  revise,  drafts  2  and  3  2  10 

June  13       :  PC  client:  review,  revise  draft  3:  draft  4  1  30 

June  14       :  Revise  draft  4  and  finalize  letter,  mail  to  all,  copy  to 

Cardinal:  copy  to  client  with  prepared  Mandate  to  sign.  1  15 

June  28       :  Review  letter  from REDACTED     research  file  and  prepare 
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Msgr.  Loomis  :  Statement  of  Account  June  30,  2004,  page  two. 


separate  letters  toREDACTED  ,  and  tcREDACTED 


1  15 

17  30 


No  cost  for  long  distance  calls,  copies  and  postage  were  billed.  Not  all  research  and 
not  all  phone  conferences  were  hilled. 
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RCALA006101 


MEMORANDUM 


T0:  REDACTED 

Msgr.  Craig  Cox 
FROM:  REDACTED 

DATE:  July  12,  2004 

RE:  Msgr.  Richard  A.  Loomis 

redacted  Interview  ofREDACTED 


I  am  enclosing  a  copy  of  the  interview  REDACTED  conducted  withREDA<^TED  on  July 
8,  2004. 
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REDACTED 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


REDACTED 


RE:  [canonlaw]  Canonical  adviser's  fee 


REDACTED 


This  issue  of  fees  is  a  little  tricky.     I  charge  $100  per  hour.     I  have  an  agreement  with 
my  client   (individual  or  the  institute)   in  advance  that  this  is  what  my  fee  is.  No 
surprises.     With  my  bill  I  send  a  timetable  detailing  the  day,  the  work  and  the  amount  of 
time  spent.     I  never  charge  off  the  exact  amount  of  time  it  actually  takes  me. 

I  also  tell  my  clients  that  my  fee  is  negotiable.     If  a  person  cannot  pay,   I  will  still 
help  them. 

Some  dioceses  are  setting  a  cap  on  the  fees  for  advocates  and  procurators  in  abuse  cases. 
I  understand  some  are  in  the  $10,000  range.  One  of  my  client's  bishop  has  set  the  cap  at 
$1,500! ! ! 

I  think  I  have  heard  of  fees  going  up  to  $150.     Most  are  probably  in  the 
$50-75  range.     I  know  one  lay  canonist  who  asks  for  $1,500  as  a  retainer. 
$500  of  that  is  assigned  to  the  "engagement"  fee.     Then  he  charges  off  at 
$125  an  hour. 

When  I  work  with  civil  lawyers  on  cases,   they  laugh  at  my  puny  fee! 
Hope  this  helps . 


REDACTED 


i 
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AOL  Email  Page  1  of  2 

REDACTED 


To:  REDACTED 
Subject:  RE:  Fee 


Thank  you  for  your  helpful  reply. 

REDACTED 


FrodREDACTED 

Sent-Triday,  July  16,  2004  11:36  AM 

To:REDACTED 

Subject:  Fee 


REDACTED 


I've  been  advising  a  cleric  in  a  diocese  in  the  Northeast,  and  the  diocese  pays  $100.00  per  hour  of 
canonical  advice  and  $0.36  per  mile  for  transportation. 

REDACTED 


7/16/2004 


XII  000224 
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Page  1  of  1 


REDACTED 


To.  REDACTED 
Subject:  RE:  Advisor  fee... 


REDACTED 

redacted  ny  thanks  for  your  helpful  reply. 


From|REDACTED 

Sent:  Friday,  July  16,  2004  12:37  PM 
foiREDACTED 

Subject:  FW:  Advisor  fee... 


 Qrininal  Meccanp— « 

Fron-REDACTED 

Sent:  Friday,  July  16,  2004  12:35  PM 

To:REDACTED 

Subject:  Advisor  fee... 

REDACTED 


I  am  REDACTED  0f  the  Archdiocese  of  Portland.  I  have  worked  with  three  cases  in  the  Seattle 

Archdiocese.  I  must  admit  that  I  did  not  get  a  phone  call  from  the  accused  until  the  investigation  had  all  be 
completed  and  his  case  was  prepared  to  go  before  the  review  board.  For  each  of  these  cases  I  received  $175.00 
-  it  was  more  of  a  flat  fee  than  based  on  the  hours  spent.  I  probably  spent  a  total  of  20  hours  preparing  myself 
and  speaking  with  the  accused  (this  would  be  a  total  for  all  three  cases). 

Clearly  the  complexity  of  the  case  would  also  make  a  huge  difference.  The  Archdiocese  also  paid  for  my  travel  (I 
was  able  to  drive  up  there)  and  gave  me  a  place  to  stay  for  the  couple  of  nights  that  I  had  to  stay. 

Another  point  of  reference,  I  will  be  the  first  to  admit  that  l  was  learning  what  I  was  supposed  to  do  while  in  the 
process  of  doing  it. .  .on  the  job  training  so  to  speak. 


I  hope  that  helps  -  or  at  least  offers  some  information. 
Peace  to  you  as  you  deal  with  these  difficult  issues, 

REDACTED 


7/16/2004 
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REDACTED 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


REDACTED 

Fridav.  Julv  16.  2004  1:03  PM 

REDACTED 

Appropriate  fee 


REDACTED 


I  have  been  doing  some  pro  bono  work  in  my  diocese  and  if  you  don't  mind  revealing  some  of 
the  typical  responses  you. receive  for  an  appropriate  fee  that  would  be  wonderful.     I  would 
never  want  to  charge  someone  who  could  not  afford  it,  but  to  those  who  could  I  would  want 
to  come  off  as  a  "Johnny  Cochran." 


Pax  Christi, 
REDACTED 


1 


Xli  000226 


RCALA  006106 


REDACTED 


.REDACTED 

From:  1  

Sent:  TTHay;  July  1 6720OT  7:40  PM 

To:  REDACTED 

Subject:  Re:  [canonlaw]  Canonical  adviser's  fee  [PRIVATE  REPLY] 

REDACTED 


I  can  only  tell  you  from  experience  what  I  have  charged.     In  our  Southern  California  case, 
I  am  charging  $75  an  hour  to  REDACTED     i  arrived  at  this  fee  based  on  the  CLSA's  fee 
schedule  for  advocacy  which  suggests  between  $50  and  $100  per  hour.     I  thought  right  down 
the  middle  might  be  equitable  in  arriving  at  this  number.     Plus  I  looked  at  what  I  make 
with  my  annulment  cases,   I  earn  between  $40  and  $60  an  hour  -  depending  on  how  long  it 
takes  me  to  complete  a  case. 

So,   I  figured  this  was  a  reasonable  fee.     I  also  charge  expenses  associated  with  travel 
etc.   are  to  be  picked  up  by  the  client.     Little  things  like  phone  calls,  mailings,  are 
covered  in  the  $75  fee  an  hour. 
I'm  not  going  to  dicker  over  minutia. 

Regarding  our  So.   Cal  case,  what  stressed  me  out  at  first  was  that  REDACTED  bishop  said  the 
eparchy  was  going  to  pay,  then  later  they  rescinded.  YIKES !     I  was  worried  that  my  client 
could  not  come  up  with  this  fee,  but  he  hasn't  had  a  problem  yet. 

I  explained  to  my  client,   if  the  fee  was  too  much  we  can  work  out  a  payment  plan  or 
whatever.  To  date  he  has  had  no  problem  paying,   although  I  have  only  billed  him  two  months 
from,  the  beginning  of  2004.   I  will  probably  bill  him  one  more  time,   since  we  are  waiting 
for  the  time  for  me  to  put  together  the  Advocate's  brief. 

Also,   I  am  doing  work  for  the  diocese  of  Albany  where  the  going  rate  for  canonical  counsel 
is  $125  per  hour  paid  by  the  diocese.     And  this  was  for  work  done  even  during  the 
preliminary  investigation  phase. 

Obviously,   they  would  pay  the  same  rate  once  the  trial  gets  started.     As  far  as  I  know, 
there  is  no  upper  limit  on  the  Albany  diocese's  compensation,   although  at  some  point  it 
must  kick  in.     I'll  talk  a  little  about  this  below  -  how  much  each  case  can  cost  per 
client . 

What  I  have  done  with  other  guys,   who  cannot  afford,   is  I  donate  my  $75  an  hour  rate  and 
ask  them  to  verify  that  I  did  the  work,   this  helps  with  my  taxes.     This  way,  my  taxes  are 
less  each  year.     So  even  when  I  donate,   I  get  some  sort  of  compensation  via  tax  reduction. 

Please  keep  this  information  confidential.     I  just  wanted  to  give  you  my  own  experience. 

It  is  my  sense  that  ease  case  will  cost  about  $5000-$7000  or  even  more  depending  on  how 
much  work  the  advocate  does.     I  have  probably  undershot  my  hours  and  charged  less  than 
what  I  have  worked  on  these  cases,   just  because  I  felt  the  fees  might  be  a  little  too 
steep.     But,   as  I  said,   no  one  has  had  a  problem  paying. 

On  lesser  cases,  I  have  not  charged  -  it  is  only  when  it  is  a  big  case  that  fees  come  up  - 
at  least  for  me. 

I  hope  this  information  is  somewhat  helpful  for  you. 

If  you  have  any  further  questions,  do  not  hesitate  to  contact  me. 

I  hope  all  is  very  well  for  you. 

Peace  and  all  the  best, 

REDACTED 

REDACTED  wrote: 

>  Dear  Group, 

>  What  is  an  appropriate  hourly  fee  for  a  canonist  advising  an  accused 

>  cleric?     In  the  case  at  hand,  the  preliminary  investigation  is  still 

>  underway.     The  cleric  has  been  informed  of  the  basic  issues,  but  there 
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>  are  still  leads  to  be  explored  before  closing  the  investigation.  The 

>  canonical  adviser  has  submitted  an  invoice  that  strikes  us  as 

>  excessive. 

>  You  may  contact  me  privately  either  by  e-mail  or  at  REDACTED 

>  Many  thanks ! 

>  REDACTED 

> 

>  Los  Angeles  Archdiocese 
> 

> 
> 
> 

>  (Replies  will  be  sent  to  the  entire  group.     To  reply  privately,  you 

>  must  write  directly  to  the  author  of  this  message.     To  start  another 

>  topic,  please  post  a  new  message.) 
> 

> 

>  Yahoo !   Groups  Links 
> 

>  <*>  To  visit  your  group  on  the  web,   go  to: 

>  http://groups.yahoo.com/group/canonlaw/ 
> 

>  <*>  To  unsubscribe  from  this  group,   send  an  email 

>  to: 

>  canonlaw-unsubscribe@yahoogroups . com 
> 

>  <*>  Your  use  of  Yahoo!   Groups  is  subject  to: 

>  http: / /docs . yahoo . com/info/terms/ 
> 

> 
> 


Do  You  Yahoo ! ? 

Tired  of  spam?     Yahoo!  Mail  has  the  best  spam  protection  around  http://mail.yahoo.com 
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REDACTED 


From:  REDACTED 

Sent:  Friday,  July  16,  2004  7:45  PM* 

To:  REDACTED 

Subject:  Re:  [canonlaw]  Canonical  adviser's  fee  [PRIVATE  REPLY  ADDENDUM] 

REDACTED 


Sorry  to  bother  you  with  an  addendum,   but  since  I  have  not  communicated  with  others  about 
this  topic,  do  you  mind  telling  me  what  information  you  gleaned  from  other  canonists  who 
offer  counsel  to  accused  clerics  regarding  compensation?     I  would  like  to  know  if  my  fees 
are  in  line  with  what  other's  are  charging. 

Thanks  again! 

Peace, 

REDACTED 


 REDACTED  wrote: 

>  Dear  Group, 

>  What  is  an  appropriate  hourly  fee  for  a  canonist  advising  an  accused 

>  cleric?     In  the  case  at  hand,   the  preliminary  investigation  is  still 

>  underway.     The  cleric  has  been  informed  of  the  basic  issues,  but  there 

>  are  still  leads  to  be  explored  before  closing  the  investigation.  The 

>  canonical  adviser  has  submitted  an  invoice  that  strikes  us  as 

>  excessive.  REDACTED 

>  You  may  contact  me  privately  either  by  e-mail  or  at 

>  Many  thanks ! 

>  REDACTED 

> 

>  Los  Angeles  Archdiocese 
> 

> 
> 
> 

>  (Replies  will  be  sent  to  the  entire  group.     To  reply  privately,  you 

>  must  write  directly  to  the  author  of  this  message.     To  start  another 

>  topic,  please  post  a  new  message.) 
> 

> 

>  Yahoo!   Groups  Links 
> 

>  <*>  To  visit  your  group  on  the  web,   go  to: 

>  http : / /groups . yahoo . com/group/canonlaw/ 
> 

>  <*>  To  unsubscribe  from  this  group,   send  an  email 

>  to: 

>  canonlaw-unsubscribe@yahoogroups . com 
> 

>  <*>  Your  use  of  Yahoo!   Groups  is  subject  to: 

>  http : //docs . yahoo . com/ info/terms/ 
> 

> 
> 


Do  You  Yahoo ! ? 

Tired  of  spam?    Yahoo!  Mail  has  the  best  spam  protection  around  http://mail.yahoo.com 
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REDACTED  ^  „  , 


From:  REDACTED 


Sent:      Saturday,  July  17,  2004  9:32  AM 
To.  REDACTED 

Subject:  Re:  [canonlaw]  Canonical  adviser's  fee 

REDACTED 

I  charge  the  top  fee  allowed  by  the  CLSA  Code  of  Professional  Responsibility;  i.e.  $100  an  hour  +  expenses.  I 
think  that  the  maximum  is  a  bit  low  in  light  of  what  dioceses  are  paying  lawyers  but  I  want  to  abide  by  our  own 
code  of  ethics. 

REDACTED 


7/20/2004 
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REDACTED 


To: 


Sent: 


From 


REDACTED 

Saturday,  July  17,  2004  5:54  PM 
REDACTED 


Subject:  Fees... 


It  is  hard  to  make  a  determination  without  knowing  what  work  was  done.  To  write  and  compose  letters  takes 
considerable  time.  To  review  the  acts  and  matereials  of  a  case  takes  quite  some  time.  To  travel  involves  other 
costs. 

As  I  get  moer  and  more  involved  in  cases  I  think  a  fee  inm  the  area  of  $150.00-$200.00  and  hour  is  not 
unreasonable.  But  it  depends  a  lot  on  the  specvific  works  done  -  not  just  a  consultation. 
REDACTED 


7/20/2004 


XII  000231 


RCALA  0061 1 1 


REDACTED 


prom:  REDACTED 

Sent:"  Wednesday,  Julv  21 ,  2004  7738  AM 

To:  REDACTED 

Subject:  Canonical  adviser's  fee 


If  you  get  responses  to  your  inquiry,   can  you  share  them  with  me,  please? 

I'm  also  interested  to  find  out  'the  "average  cost/hour"  of  canonical  advisor/s  to  clerics 

accused  of  sexual  misconduct.  Much  appreciate. 

Peace, 

REDACTED 


  Oriainal  Messaafi   

Frora.  REDACTED 

To.  RbUAOItU 

Sent:   Friday,    July  16,   2004  12:28  PM 
Subject:    [canonlaw]   Canonical  adviser's  fee 


>  Dear  Group, 

>  What  is  an  appropriate  hourly  fee  for  a  canonist  advising  an 

>  accused  cleric?     In  the  case  at  hand,   the  preliminary  investigation 

>  is  still  underway.     The  cleric  has  been  informed  of  the  basic 

>  issues,  but  there  are  still  leads  to  be  explored  before  closing  the 

>  investigation.     The  canonical  adviser  has  submitted  an  invoice  that 

>  strikes  us  as  excessive. 

>  You  may  contact  me  privately  either  by  e-mail  or  at   (213)  637- 

>  7210.     Many  thanks! 

>REDACTED 

> 

>  Los  Angeles  Archdiocese 

>  . 
> 

> 
> 

>  (Replies  will  be  sent  to  the  entire  group.     To  reply  privately,   you  must 
write  directly  to  the  author  of  this  message.     To  start  another  topic, 
please  post  a  new  message.) 

> 
> 

>  Yahoo!   Groups  Links 
> 

>  <*>  To  visit  your  group  on  the  web,   go  to: 

>  http: //groups. yahoo. comREDACTED 
> 

>  <*>  To  unsubscribe  from  this  nrmm.   semcl  an  email  to: 

>  REDACTED 

> 

>  <*>  Your  use  of  Yahoo!   Groups  is  subject  to: 

>  http://docs.yahoo.com/info/terms/ 
> 

> 
> 
> 

>  MessageLabs  Virus  Scanning  Service  for  the  Diocese  of  Houma-Thibodaux . 
> 
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MessageLabs  Virus  Scanning  Service  for  the  Diocese  of  Houma-Thibodaux . 


2 


XII  000233 


RCALA006113 


REDACTED 

JUL  %  %  2004 

REDACTED 

Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles  My  22, 2004 

3424  Wilshire  Boulevard 
Los  Angeles,  California  90010 

Re:  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 
Dear  REDACTED 

In  the  event  that  they  might  be  of  interest  or  assistance  to  you,  I  am  enclosing 
some  comments  on  the  information  which  has  been  gathered  by  your  investigators  and 
others.  I  use  the  word  "information"  because  none  of  the  material  constitutes  either 
canonical  or  civil  "evidence".  It  is  the  hearsay  of  what  an  investigator  says  a  witness  told 
him.  The  one  performing  the  canonical  investigation,  however,  "has  the  same  powers 
and  obligations  as  an  auditor  in  a  process"  (Canon  1717(3))  The  canonical  auditor 
(investigator)  is  consequently  bound  to  take  evidence  only  as  prescribed  in  canons  1526 
-1586  (especially  canons  1558-1570)  dealing  with  "Proofs". 

Because  it  is  now  more  than  six  months  since  the  canonical  investigation  was 
initiated  and  I  am  unaware  of  any  canonical  evidence  having  yet  been  taken.  I  earnestly 
urge  you,  to  begin  this  process  as  soon  as  possible  in  justice  to  Monsignor  Loomis. 

Monsignor  Loomis  is  prepared  to  testify  under  oath  to  deny  the  allegations. 
Canon  1728(2)  does  not  prevent  Monsignor  Loomis  from  voluntarily  taking  an  oath. 
Please  let  me  know  the  earliest  time  you  can  take  this  testimony. 

I  will  be  away  from  September  29  to  October  29,  2004  but  will  make  myself 
available  to  you  anytime  from  now  to  September  28th.  Please  advise  me  when  the 
testimony  of  any  party  or  witness  is  to  be  taken  so  that  I  may  attend  (Canon  1559). 

Thank  you  for  your  courtesy  and  attention. 

Respectfully  and  sincerely, 
REDACTED 

cc:  Monsignor  Graig  A.  Cox,  J.C.D. 
REDACTED 

His  Eminence  Roger  Cardinal  Mahony 
Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 
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MEMORANDUM  TO  FILE 

RE:  Richard  Loomis/  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 


REDACTED 


COMMENTS  AND  QUESTIONS  ON  INFORMATION  OBTAINED 
ARCHDIOCESAN  INVESTIGATORS  AND  OTHERS 


REDACTED  ^jj^ON: 

A)  REDACTED     himself  has  refused  to  hring  Ms  allegation  directly  to  the 
Archdiocese  and  has  refused  to  even  speak  to  any  canonical  official. 

B)  NeitherREDACTED    nor  anyone  else  has  presented  any  fact  or  witness  to 
corroborate  theREDAC  1  tu  claim  contained  in  his  civil  law  suit. 

C)  Monsignor  Loomis  has  denied  the  allegation  and  will  deny  it  under  oath.. 

D)  The  interviews  with  REDACTED 

REDACTED  all  give  testimony  to  the  unblemished  reputation  of  Richard  Loomis, 

as  a  Brother  and  as  a  Priest.  They  never  heard  any  improper  conduct  alleged  about 
Loomis.  Their  testimony  goes  only  to  prove  the  extreme  unlikelihood  that  Loomis 
could  have  sexually  abused  any  student  at  Pater  Noster  High. 

E)  Monsignor  Loomis  and  others  can  give  evidence  that  the  physical  living 
quarters  of  the  Brothers  and  the  physical  setup  of  the  classrooms  and  hallways  of  the 
School  would  make  it  virtually  impossible  for  any  brother  to  carry  out  the  alleged 
activity  at  the  school  without  being  observed. 

F)  If  REDA<pTEDalleges  that  he  told  others  of  the  alleged  abuse,  it  would  be 
important  to  ascertain  from  them,  when  and  exactly  what  he  told  them,  the 
circumstances  of  his  telling  them,  and  whether  he  told  them  specifically  that  the,  or  an, 
abuser  was  Loomis.  Judgment  would  then  have  to  be  made  on  the  credibility  of  the 
witnesses  and  if  they  have  any  motive  for  so  testifying.  Their  testimony  would  still  be 
hearsay  and  thus  subject  to  the  strictest  scrutiny. 

G)  Why  did  REDAf  TEDwait  so  long  to  bring  suit?  Why  did  he  file  a  civil  suit  but 
never  bring  his  allegation  to  the  Archdiocese?  If  he  ever  claims  to  have  told  a  priest 
about  the  alleged  abuse,  why  did  that  priest  never  report  it  to  the  Archdiocese? 

Did  his  financial  situation,  including  his  bankruptcy  of  January  28,  2003  play  any  part  in 
his  filing  a  civil  law  suit  for  damages? 


RCALA006115 


H)  There  is  simply  no  evidence,  not  even  the  testimony  of  the  accuser,  which 
could  give  one  moral  certitude  that  Loomis  sexually  abused REDACTEDin  1971-72. 

2)  REDACTED  ^LEGATION: 

Monsignor  Loomis  denies  this  allegation  and  will  give  evidence  to  that  effect 
under  oath. 

A)  REDACTED  information  raises  many  question  about  its  credibility. 

should  be  questioned  canonically  under  oath  and  I  will  submit  him  as  a 

witness. 

REDACTED      .  REDACTED  .  ,  .     ,  .    u.  REDACTED 

1 .  claims  the  jarents  complained  to  him  tha 

chaufferRS3ACTE,D  was  "  showing  a  lot  of  interest  mREDACTED  hanging  around  the  school  and 
dropping  by  or  calling  their  home  to  talk  withREDACTED  (Note:  no  allegation  that  this 
man  ever  sexually  touchedREDACTED  or  thatREDACTED  said  he  did) 

In  the  same  conversation,  says  REDACTED  the  REDACTED  told  him: 

a)  "other  parents  were  concerned  about  Richard  Loomis  "hanging 
around  kids  all  the  time".  (Since  theREDACTED  discussed  these  things  with  other  parents 
they  would  presumably  also  have  told  these  parents  about  b) 

REDACTED 

b)  told  them  that  Loomis  had  "fo^l^l  ^md  groped  him  in 

.,  .  * *  t    i  *      i  -ai  REDACTEDREDACTED      ^  * 

the  swimming  pool"  ( In  his  phone  conversation  with        ,  says  it  was  m  the 

house  while  changing;  seems  it  would  have  been  easier  in  the  pool! ! !) 

But,  inexplicahlv: 

REDACTED 

a)  immediately  acts  on  the  lesser  charge,  a  layman  with  too 
much  interest  inREDACTED  but  no  abuse  of  him.  He  calls  the  man's  employer  and  not  only 
gets  him  fired  but  sent  out  of  the  country. 

b)  With  the  more  serious  charge,  a  seminarian  actually  molesting  a 
young  boy,  he  does  nothing  at  all.  He  does,  not  report  it  to  the  Pastor:REDACTED 

or  to  anyone.REDACTEDreport  says  "He  redacted^  not  confront  Loomis  or  report  the 
incident  at  the  time" . 

redacted  gaySj  howeVer,  that  he  told  theREDACTED   that  he  would 
"make  sure  Loomis  was  not  around  at  their  parish  or  school  in  the  future".  He  does  not 
state  exactly  what  he  did  "to  make  sure".  There  is  no  evidence  thatREDACTEDL  ever  took  any 
such  action  or  that  he  could  have  on  his  own.  Loomis  was  never  kept  away  from 
children,  the  parish  or  the  school  byREDACTEDor  anyone  else.REDACTED  says  that  he  "made 
sure  that  Loomis  never  returned  to  the  parish  or  school  as  a  seminarian"  after  the  1973 
summer  of  the  alleged  incident.  Loomis  did  return  to  the  parish  when  on  vacation  the 
following  summer  (1974),  taught  a  six  weeks  course  at  the  parish  that  summer,  and 
continued  to  participate  in  Sunday,  Easter  and  Christmas  liturgies  whenever  he  was 


XII  000236 


RCALA  0061 16 


3. 

home  for  vacation  until  his  ordination  in  May  of  1975. 

Loomis  lived  at  his  family  home  in  Corpus  Christi  parish  during  the 
1973,  1974  summer  vacations  from  the  seminary.  In  the  summer  of  1973  he  worked  at 
the  church  and  school,  cleaning  etc.  and  served  mass  there  on  Sundays.  There  were  no 
children  "hanging  around"  while  he  worked  at  Corpus  Christ.  In  his  work ,  cleaning  the 
church  and  school,  Loomis  worked  with  scaffolds,  chemicals  and  a  hydraulic  lift.. 
Loomis  denies  any  kids  hung  around  while  he  worked  and  independent  witnesses  who 
saw  and/or  directed  and/or  oversaw  Loomis'  work  never  saw  kids  hanging  around 
Loomis,  adding  that  it  would  have  been  dangerous  for  children  to  do  so. 

In  the  summer  of  1974  Loomis  worked  downtown  (not  at  Corpus  Christi) 
during  the  week  and  was  at  home  only  at  night  and  on  weekends.  He  attended  and  served 
Mass  at  the  Church.  He  had  very  little  contact  with  families  at  Corpus  Christ,  except  in 
passing. 

In  1974,  the  summer  after  the  alleged  incident,        taught  a  six  weeks  night 
course  on  the  Gospel  of  Mark  at  Corpus  Christi  with  the  approval  of  the  Pastor, 
R  E  D ACTE  D       ,  and  an  announcement  in  the  Church  bulletin.  While  home  on 
vacations  Loomis  always  participated  at  Sunday  Mass,  Christmas  and  Easter  services. 
Children  were  around.  No  restrictions  were  ever  placed  Loomis'  activities  by  anyone. 

With  respect  toREDACTED  assertion  that  theREDACTED  told  him  that  "other 
parents"  of  boys  in  the  school  were  concerned  about  Richard  Loomis"  hanging  around 
kids  all  the  time": 

l  has  not  presented  or  named  any  parent  who  expressed  any 
such  concern".  Has  REDACTED  ? 
-  several  parents,  however,  close  to  the  REDACTED  and  with  children  in 
the  same  school,  have  said  and  would  testify  that  they  never  heard  or  s 
shared  any  such  concern  about  Loomis. 

2)  REDACTEDsays  that  during  the  time  Loomis  was  Vicar  for  Clergy  REDACTED 
did  not  have  any  "personal  issues  with  Monsignor  Loomis".  This  is  not  quite  true. 
Monsignor  Loomis  had  had  to  take  disciplinary  action  against  a  priest  who  was  close  to 
and  a  sort  of  protege  of  RE  D  ACTE  D   was  not  at  all  pleased  with  the  manner  in  which 
Loomis,  Vicar  for  Clergy,  handled  the  case  and  let  his  disagreement  be  known  to 
Loomis.  The  priest  in  question  left  his  last  meeting  with  Loomis  in  anger,  toning  to  say 
tREDACTEDwill  get  you  for  this".  He  did  not  say  "I  will  get  you  for  this"! 

Coincidentally  perhaps,  but  it  was  after  that  time,  and  after  some  thirty 

REDACTED 

years,  that  mentioned  the  alleged  incident  to  "someone"  (who?  and  why?)  who 

suggested  he  call  Monsignor  Cox.  The  entire  REDACTED  allegation  was  brought  out,  not 
bj,REDACTED  but  byREDACTED  wno  thereafter  acted  as  mediary  forREDACTED 

phone  contact  with  REDACTEDi  unfortunate  for  investigative  purposes. 


REDACTED 


says  he  had  never  "brought  up  the  groping  incident  involving 
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Loomis  withREDACTED  and  REDACTED  had  11sv^^Q^I^xe^  &  to  him"  -  n°t  until REDACTED 
"readily  agreed  (atREDACTEDrequest)  to  call  ]  sxplain  the  nature  of  the 

investigation",  and  "set  the  stage"  foREDACTEDto  inteviewREDACTED  about  the  matter. 
It  would  be  of  value  to  know  the  content  of  theREDACTED      phone  call. 


REDACTED 


_  >  REDACTED  .  . 

3)    Why  does  irrelevantly  and  gratuitously  volunteer  information  to 


abou1REDACTED    x         who  "left  the  priesthood  years  later  under  a  cloud  of 
allegations  of  sexual  misconduct  involving  young  boys".REDACTED  does  this  as  he  tells 
redacted  "Loomis  had  previously  taught  at  nearby  St.  Monica  High  School  (wrong)  when 
he  was  a  brother  with  the  Order  of  St.  Patrick  prior  to  entering  the  seminary  to  become  a 
priest.RED ACTED         who  was  a  brother  in  the  same  religious  order,  also  taught  at 
St.  Monica  High  School  and  attended  St.  John's  Seminary  at  the  same  time  as  Richard 
Loomis.REDACTED         left  the  priesthood  ..."  One  asking  whyREDACTED  mentions 
redacted       ^s  association  with  Loomis,  would  be  hard  pressed  not  to  see  an 
insinuation  of  guilt  by  association.  Why? 

4)  REDACTED         knowledge  of  the  alleged  abuse  is,  at  best, 
unsubstantiated  hearsay  frorrjR  E  D ACT  E  D  whose  knowledge  in  turn  is  hearsay 

from  their  sonREDACTED 

It  is  important  therefore  to  canonically  question  R  E  D  ACTE  D  as  a  witness 
and  I  will  submit  her  as  such. 

If  she  has  been  "interviewed"  by         I  am  unaware  of  it  or  of  what  she 
may  have  said.  Her  statements  in  an  interview  are  not  "evidence"  and  she  would  need  to 
be  canonically  examined  for  her  testimony  to  be  considered. 


B)  REDACTED      _must  be  canonicaUyexamined.  There  is  much  in  his  two 
one  coj 
clarification. 


telephone  conversations  with  REDACTED  and  that  withREDACTEDthat  needs  inquiry  and 


1)  REDACTEDquotes  REDACTED  ^  saying  there  were  nriests  and  nuns  all  over  the 
place  at  the  parish  and  school,  and  gratuitously  adds  that REDACTED  «  probably  assumed 
that  Loomis  was  a  priest.  He  continues,"  He  REDACTED  ^  not  recarj  ]jjs  (Loomis) 
being  a  seminarian  or  a  religious  brother,  hut  at  that  time  "  they  were  all  the  same"  to 
him.  But  they  are  not  all  the  same.  Why  wouldREDACTED  have  thought  Loomis  was  a 
priest?  Loomis  never  wore  clerics  (a  roman  collar)  then  and  never  wore  a  cassock  and 
surplice  except  when  he  served  Sunday  Mass,  as  all  servers  did.  Loomis  was  never 
called  "Father"  but  always  "Dick  Loomis".  Why  wouldREDACTED  remember  that  the 
person  who  abused  him  was  a  priest? 


2)   Several  witnesses  can  and  will  be  submitted  for  examination,  who  have 
said,  among  other  things,  the  following: 


RCALA  0061 1:8 


5. 

redacted     -REDACTED  did  not  "pretty  much"  run  the  parish.  The  pastor,REDACTED 
was  "very  much  in  control  and  very  involved  in  running  the  parish". 

-  the  "Palisades"  were  like  a  "Peyton  Place",  a  rumor  mill  where  everyone 
knew  everybody's  business,  a  place  where  gossip  prevails". 

-  kids  were  not  hanging  around  Loomis  when  he  was  working  at  Corpus 
Christi,  during  the  summer,  cleaning  the  Church  on  a  hydraulic  lift. 

-  People  living  there  at  the  time,  whose  children  were  in  school  withREDACTED 
and  parents  who  were  close  personal  friends  of  thsREDACTED  have  never,  till 
now,  heard  of  any  allegation  that  Loomis  or  anyone  else  had  molestedKCuACTED 
Confidants  of  REDACTED  say  they  are  certain  that  REDACTED  would  have  told 
them  of  this  had  it  been  alleged  by  REDACTED 

-  "if  anything  of  such  a  nature  ever  happenedREDACTED(himself)  would  be  the 
first  one  to  tell  everybody  about  it.  If  he  didn't  tell,  and  his  mother  was  aware  of  it,  she 
would  have  made  a  major  issue  out  of  it."  :  "something  of  that  nature  could  not  possibly 
have  been  kept  secret  to  the  present  time". 

-  One  credible  witness  who  knevREDACTED  well  states  that REDACTED  was  a 
"kid  out  of  control",  "if  anything  of  a  sexual  nature  found  him  to  be  a  victim,  he 
redacted  would  have  done  something  about  it  himself.  If  he  didn't  do  anything,  his 
"hot-headed"  fathei        would  certainly  have  done  something  physical  to  the  reported 
perpetrator". 

-  As  a  child, REDACTED  has  been  variously  described  as ,  "extroverted", 
"mischievous",  "  over-active",  "wicked"  as  well  as  "out  of  control". 

(The  above  statements  are  corroborated  by  more  then  one  credible  witness) 

C)  Other  witnesses,  Loomis  family  members,  can  testify  to  the  fact  that  Dick 
would  never  had  had  the  opportunity  to  be  home  alone  with  a  boy  or  boys  especially  on 
weekends.  Living  at  the  Loomis  home  at  the  time  were  Richard  Loomis,  his  mother,  his 

i         .       REDACTED  ' 

brother        with  his  wife ,  a  stay-at-home  mom,  and  two  children  and  the  wife's 
brother  who  was  attending  college.  Someone  was  always  there. 

D)  There  is  nothing  yet  produced  which  could  give  one  moral  certitude  that 
Richard  Loomis  sexually  abused  REDACTED 

There  is  no  evidence  that  "sexual  abuse  has  occurred"  (Norm  6). 
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REDACTED 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


.REDACTED 

ThursdavTjulv  22,  2004  4:48  AM 
REDACTED 

Re:  [canonlaw]  Canonical  adviser's  fee 


REDACTED 


At  the  CLSA  Conference  in  Montreal  several  years  ago   (1995?)   I  believe  that  a  study  group 
recommended  and  the  body  present  adopted  a  suggestion  that  a  reasonable  fee  at  that  time 
for  canonical  advisement  was  $50-$100  an  hour. 
Adjusted  for  inflation  that  might  now  be  $65  -  $130. 


(Replies  will  be  sent  to  the  entire  group.  To  reply  privately,  you  must  write  directly  to 
the  author  of  this  message.     To  start  another  topic,  please  post  a  new  message.) 

Yahoo !  Groups  Links 

<*>  To  visit  your  group  on  the  web,   go  to: 
http : //groups . yahoo. com/group/canonlaw/ 

<*>  To  unsubscribe  from  this  aroun.   send  an  email  to: 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 


<*>  Your  use  of  Yahoo!  Groups  is  subject  to: 
http : //docs . yahoo . com/info/terms/ 


1 
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REDACTED 


From:  REDACTED 

Sent:      Wednesday,  July  28,  2004  10:10  PM 

To:  REDACTED 

Cc: 

Subject:  FW:  RE:  Canonical  investigation  •• 

REDACTED 

I  think  this  should  do  it.  Good  luck. 
REDACTED 


—  Original  Message  — 
FrorrREDACTED 
X0REDACTED^__  

Senfc  7/28/2004  1:44:23  PM 
Subject:  RE:  Canonical  investigation 

REDACTED 

REDACTED     cell  phone  number  isREDACTED    His  office  number  isREDACTED 
He  asked  that  he  be  called  on  his  cell  phone  if  further  contact  with  him  was  necessary.  He 
expressed  his  willinaness  to  cooperate  with  the  Board,  but  did  not  want  to  get  drawn  into  the 
litigation  invoivingREDACTED  and  Loomis. 

REDACTED 


 Qpn'ma\  Meccano  

From;REDACTED 

Sent:  Wednesday,  July  28,  2004  10:40  AM 

To:REDACTED 

Cc: 

Subject:  FW:  Canonical  investigation 

REDACTED 


Would  you  provide  me  with  this  information  so  I  can  pass  it  on  toKtUAU  1  tu  ?  Thanks. 

Hope  all  is' going  well. 
REDACTED 


—  Original  Message  — 

From  Redacted 

To.  REDACTED ~^ 

Sent':  7/28/2004  1  li08:!52AM 
Subject:  Canonical  investigation 


7/29/2004 
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REDACTED 

I  would  like  to  do  a  follow-up  interview  withREDACTED      According  t0REDACTED 

REDACTED 

REDACTEDreport,  onl>         has  his  telephone  contact  information.  Do  you  think  you  could 
get  that  for  me? 

REDACTED 


7/29/2004 
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TO:  File 

FROM:  REDACTED 

RE:  Contact  with  REDACTED 

DATE:  30  My  2004 


This  afternoon,  after  three  previous  attempts  yesterday  afternoon  and  this  morning,  I 
managed  to  reaclREDACTED  on  his  cell  phone  at  about  3  p.m. 

I  explained  that  I  wanted  to  arrange  a  meeting  with  him,  in  which  he  would  read  the 
typed  report  0iREDACTED     telephone  interview  with  him,  make  corrections  as  needed, 
swear  an  oath  to  its  truthfulness  and  answer  some  follow-up  questions. 

As  he  will  be  out  of  town  next  week,  we  agreed  that  he  would  call  me  Monday,  9  August 
to  let  me  know  if  he  will  be  able  to  come  to  Los  Angeles  the  following  Monday,  the  16th. 
If  yes,  then  we  will  schedule  the  meeting  for  that  day,  to  take  place  either  at  the  ACC  or 
in  Pacific  Palisades  as  circumstances  dictate. 

If  this  date  does  not  work  out,  we  will  probably  have  to  wait  until  the  week  of  30  August 
to  try  again. 


Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 


REDACTED 


3424 

Wllshlra 

Boulevard 


Los  Angeles 

California 

90010-2202 


TO:  Monsiqnor  Craig  Cox 

REDACTED 

FROM: 

DATE:  August  11,  2004 

,,  .      ,  „  .  REDACTED    .  ,  . 

RE.  Msqr.  Richard  A.  Loomis  -  interviews 


I  am  enclosing  copies  of  the  following  interviews  conducted  by  REDACTED  jn  tne  event 
you  don't  already  have  them: 

REDACTED 


Enclosures 


Pastoral  Regions:     Our  Lady  of  the  Angels     San  Fernando     San  Gabriel     San  Pedro     Santa  Barbara 
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FILE  COPY 


REDACTED 


Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 


3424 

Wilshire. 

Boulevard 


Los  Angeles 

California 

90010-2241 


13  August  2004 

REDACTED 

Archdiocesan  Pastoral  Center 
2838  E.  Burnside  St. 
Portland,  OR  97214-1895 

DeaiREDACTED 

In  follow  up  to  my  secretary's  phone  call  yesterday,  I  am  writing  to.request  permission  to 
conduct  an  interview  of  a  witness  in  the  territory  of  your  Archdiocese. 

As  Cardinal  Mahony's  delegate  per  canon  1717,  §1, 1  am  conducting  a  preliminary  investigation 
in  a  penal  matter,  and  the  particular  witness  involved  is  unable  to  travel  to  our  Archdiocese. 

A  judge  instructor  is  expected  to  obtain  the  local  diocesan  bishop's  permission  to  interview  a 
witness  outside  of  his  own  territory  (cans.  1469,  §2;  1558,  §3).  The  preliminary  investigator  has 
the  same  obligations  of  an  auditor  (1717,  §3),  an  official  who  normally  works  at  the  direction  of 
the  judge  (1428,  §1;  1561).  On  an  a  fortiori  basis,  it  would  seem  that  I  need  to  ask  for 
REDACTED  permission. 

In  view  of  the  discretion  required  in  this  process  (1717,  §2),  I  hope  it  is  not  necessary  to  reveal 
the  name  of  the  individual  to  be  interviewed  other  than  to  say  that  it  is  a  lay  person.  I  will  bring 
another  priest  with  meREDACTED        (who  works  for  me  at  the  Archdiocesan  Catholic 
Center),  to  serve  as  a  notary.  We  expect  the  interview  to  be  conducted  at  the  business  offices  of 
the  person  involved,  although  I  may  need  to  ask  to  use  an  office  at  your  Pastoral  Center  as  a 
backup  if  the  other  arrangements  cannot  be  made.  The  date  of  the  interview  is  planned  to  be 
Tuesday,  7  September. 

I  will  be  out  of  the  office  these  next  two  weeks  but  can  be  reached  in  an  emergency  through 
REDACTED 

Thank  you  for  your  kind  assistance  in  this  matter. 

Sincerely  in  Christ, 
REDACTED 


Pastoral  Regions:     Our  Lady  or  she  Angels     San  Fernando     San  Gabriel     San  Pedro     Santa  Barbara 
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HI    Archdiocese  0^0/^*^ 
|   55  of  Portland 
HI    in  Oregon 


August  20,  2004 


REDACTED 

3424  Wilshire  Boulevard 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90010-2241 

REDACTED 

Dea 

REDACTED  has  forwarded  to  me  your  request  for  permission  to 

interview  a  witness  who  resides  in  the  Archdiocese  of  Portland.  I  understand  that 
you  are  conducting  a  preliminary  investigation  in  a  penal  matter.  With  this  letter, 
I  grant  you  permission  to  interview  this  witness. 

Because  of  the  discretion  required  in  such  cases,  I  certainly  understand 
your  desire  that  the  name  of  the  witness  remain  confidential.  I  wish  you  success 
in  your  work.  You  can  certainly  depend  upon  my  prayers. 

Sincerely  yours  in  the  Lord, 

Most  Rev.  John  G.  Vlazny 
Archbishop  of  Portland  in  Oregon 


2838  E.  Bumside  Street,  Portland,  Oregon  97214-1895  503/234-5334 
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REDACTED 


From:  REDACTED 

Sent:     Tuesday,  August  31 ,  2004  1 2:32  PM 
To:  REDACTED 
Subject:  FW:  REDACTED 

FYI 

REDACTED 


 Oriainal  Messaae  

prom.REDACTED 

-[■q. REDACTED 

Sent:  8/31  /?nru  -1 9-1 1  -or  PM 
Subject!REDACTED 

'EDACTED 

This  plaintiffs  allegations  are  against  an  active  priest  (Richard  Loomis)  and  so  we  would  like 
to  obtain  a  signed  statement  from  him  to  commence  an  internal  canonical  process.  The  Chairman  of  the 
Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board  has  written  to  you  in  the  past  for  this  opportunity  without  response. 
So  l  have  been  asked  to  re-urge  you  to  allow  this  process  to  commence.  We  of  course  would  be  willing 
to  have  the  interview  in  your  office  with  you  or  one  of  your  associates  present.  We  would  also  provide 
you  with  a  typed  version  of  the  statement  for  the  plaintiff  to  review,  supplement,  and  correct.  Please  let 
me  know  one  way  or  the  other  whether  this  is  agreeable.  At  one  of  the  hearings  as  I  recall  you  indicated 
you  were  agreeable  but  just  needed  to  find  the  time  to  do  jt.REDACTED 


your  privacy,  Outlook  prevented  automatic  download 
of  this  picture  from  the  Internet 


REDACTED 


This  e-mail  was  sent  by  a  law  firm  and  may  contain  information  that 
is  privileged  or  confidential.  If  you  are  not  the  intended  recipient,  please 
delete  the  e-mail  and  any  attachments  and  notify  us  immediately. 
Thank  you. 


8/31/2004 
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REDACTED 

From:  REDACTED 

Sent:  Tuesday,  August  31 ,  2004  3:05  PM 
To:  REDACTED 

Subject:  FW:  Monday  arrival 


From:  REDACTED 

Sent:  Tuesday,  Auqust  31,  2004  3:02  PM 
T0iRE_D  ACTED  

Subject:  Re:  Monday  arrival 

REDACTED 

Dear 


I  will  be  happy  to  pick  you  up  at  the  airport  on  Monday  Sept.  6  on  Alaska  Air  Flight  #  41 1  at  2  PM.  I 
look  forward  to  your  visit.  I  will  be  working  that  day  with  a  few  people  here  at  the  parish.., we  are 
remodelling  the  gym. 


Sincerely, 

REDACTED 


Do  You  Yahoo!? 

Tired  of  spam?  Yahoo!  Mail  has  the  best  spam  protection  around 
http://mail.yahoo.com 


8/31/2004 
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REDACTED 
REDACTED 


3424  Wilshire  Boulevard 

Los  Angeles,  California  9001 0-2241 


September  10,  2004 


REDACTED 


Glendale,  CA  91205 


Dear 


REDACTED 


Enclosed  release  find  a  copy  of  the  transcribed  oral  testimony  from  your  interview  with  myself 
and  REDACTED 

Please  review  it  and  inform  us  of  any  corrections  or  deletions  needed.  When  you  have  reviewed 
it  please  sign  the  enclosed  Oath  form  and  return  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible. 

REDACTED 

Thank  you  again  for  your  cooperation.  If  you  have  any  questions,  please  feel  free  to  phone 
REDACTED 


May  God  bless  you. 

Yours  in  Christ, 
REDACTED 


\J)  REDACTED 
MVREDACTI 


REDACTED 


Enclosure:  Oath  Form 


Pastoral  Regions:     Our  Lady  of  the  Angels     San  Fernando     San  Gabriel     San  Pedro     Santa  Barbara 
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REDACTED 


From:  REDACTED 

Sent:      Monday,  September  13,  2004  12:11  PM 
To:  REDACTED 
Subject:  Msgr  Loomis 

REDACTED 

I've  attachecREDACTED'  report  of  his  interview  withREDACTED 

REDACTED 

.....  is  a  former  FBI  agent  who  is  in  private  practice  and  does  work  for  the  Archdiocese.  He  was  the  person  who 
Craig  asked  to  begin  the  Loomis  investiaation  before  the  cardinal  asked  you  and  me  to  Jake  it  over.  He  did  a  few 
things,  which  are  in  the  file,  and  thenREDACTED  followed  through  with  the  rest  up  until  °frx™  rejoined REDACTED 
redacted work  on  tne  national  audits. 

REDAGTEDcell  number  is  REDACTED      and  the  number  in  his  home/office  isREDACTED      .  He  is  working  on  other 
cases  for  the  Archdiocese  and  is  in  the  building  frequently,  on  the  11th  floor.  I  don't  have  his  ACC  extension  but 
Craig  probably  does. 

REDACTED 


9/13/2004 
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REDACTED 


From:  REDACTED 

Sent:     Friday,  September  17,  2004  1:15  PM 

To:  REDACTED 

Cc: 

Subject:  Follow  up  interview 

REDACTED 

Have  vou  had  any  luck  getting  back  tcREDACTE 

REDACTED 


9/17/2004 
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REDACTED 


From:  REDACTED 

Sent:     Friday,  September  17, 2004  2:23  PM 
To:  REDACTED 
Subject:  interviews 

REDACTED 

REDACTED 

I'm  bringing  to        office  a  manila  envelope  with  copies  of  the  transcripts  of  the  4  interviews  I've 
conducted.  As  you  will  see  by  the  post-it  notes,  we  are  still  waiting  for  two  of  the  people  to  return  their 
signed  oath  page.  What  this  means  is  that  it's  possible  there  may  be  a  correction  or  two  that  either  or 
both  of  them  may  want  to  make  that  we  don't  know  about  yet.  When  I  get  the  forms,  I  will  send  you  a 
copy,  along  with  anv  corrections  should  there  be  any. 

Craig  tells  me  thaREDACTEDis  going  to  he  the  canonical  advocate  f0rREDACTED  and  is  expecting  to  meet 
with  him  sometime  next  week.  I  will  try  to  schedule  a  formal  meeting  with  Loomis  for  the  same  day, 
I'm  hopingREDACTED  will  have  clarified  the  information  we  have  fronREDACTED  by  then,  but  even  if 
not.  I  will  go  ahead.  Dick's  been  kept  waiting  long  enough. 

REDACTED 


9/17/2004 
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REDACTED 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


REDACTED 

Saturday,  September  18,  2004  6:57  PM 
REDACTED 


DioceseL%t 
loomis-Let.  to  . 

REDACTED 

Attached  is  a  copy  of  the  letter  I  sent  to  after  no  return  to  my  five  phone  calls  to 

him. 


If  he  does  not  respond  to  you  and  it  is  necessary  to  contact  him  before  I  return,  I  am 
supplying  you  with  the  names  and  phone  numbers  of  a  few  persons  who  may  persuade  him  to 
call. 

REDACTED  and REDACTED  were  both  very  helpful  in 

establishing  the  initial  contact  withREDACTED     i  feel  certain  they  will  help  again  if 
necessary. 

I  am  sorry  about  the  inconvenience  to  you. 


I  will  be  home  tonight  and  until  about  9:00am  tomorrow  if  you  would  like  to  discuss  this 
hefore  T  leave  Thanks ,  REDACTED 

REDACTED 


REDACTED 


7^>  REDACTED  ^ 
C~  cREDACTED 

DACTED 
REDACTED  £Tm 

X 
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REDACTED 

From.  REDACTED 

Sent:      Monday,  September  20, 2004  9:31  AM 

To:  REDACTED 

Cc: 

Subject:  RE:  interviews 

REDACTED 

Thanks  for  the  update.REDflCTED  works  three  days  a  week  -  Tuesday,  Wednesday  and  Thursday.  I'll  be  at  the  ACC 
tomorrow  (Tuesday)  and  look  forward  to  reviewing  the  material. 

REDACTED 


—  Oripinal  Message  — 
FroirRF  DAP/TP  n 
yo: REDACTED 

Sent:  9/1 7/2004  2 :23 :09  PM 
Subject:  interviews 

REDACTED 

REDACTED 

I'm  bringing  to      .  office  a  manila  envelope  with  copies  of  the  transcripts  of  the  4  interviews  I've  conducted.  As 
yon  will  see  by  the  post-it  notes,  we  are  still  waiting  for  two  of  the  people  to  return  their  signed  oath  page.  What 
this  means  is  that  it's  possible  there  may  be  a  correction  or  two  that  either  or  both  of  them  may  want  to  make  that 
we  don't  know  about  yet.  When  I  get  the  forms,  I  will  send  you  a  copy,  along  with  any  corrections  should  there  be 
any.  redacted 

redacted  ter[s  me  jjjgj  js  go^g  to  be  the  canonical  advocate  foiREDACTED,  and  is  expecting  to  meet  with  him 

sometime  next  week.  I  will  try  to  schedule  a  formal  meeting  with  Loomis  for  the  same  day.  I'm  hopin^REDACTED 
will  have  clarified  the  information  we  have  fromREDACTED  by  then,  but  even  if  not,  I  will  go  ahead.  Dick's  been 
kept  waiting  long  enough. 

REDACTED 
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From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


REDACTED  , 
Friday,  September  24, 2004  3:54  PM 

REDACTED 

Confirmation  at  St.  Charles,  North  Hollywood 


REDACTED 


Confirmation  2002  at  St.  Charles,  North  Hollywood  was  as  follows: 

Date:  May  26;  2002 
Prelate:REDACTED 


REDACTED 
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FORMAL  INTERVIEW 
September  24, 2004 

Recorded  by:  REDACTED 
Conducted  by: 

Interviewee:         Rev.  Msgr.  Richard  A.  Loomis 
Also  Present:  REDACTED 


I  am  sitting  here  in  the  conference  room  of  the  Vicar  of  Clergy's  Office  at  the 
Archdiocesan  Catholic  Center.  With  me  is  Msgr.  Richard  Loomis  who  has  been  the 
subject  of  an  investigation  because  of  certain  allegations  having  been  made.  With  him 
also  ifREDACTED        who  is  serving  as  his  canonical  advisor,  and  alscREDACTED 
"mACm°  who  is  serving  in  the  capacity  as  Notary  and  is  tape  recording  this  session.  Before 
the  session  began  we  asked  if  it  would  be  OK  to  tape  record  this  session  and  I  am  going 
to  ask  again:  Is  this  OK? 

Msgr.  Loomis: 

Yes  it  is,  within  the  context  of  a  canonical  investigation. 
REDACTED 

We  understand  that  it  will  be  transcribed  and  that  a  copy  will  be  provided  to  Msgr. 
Loomis  and  that  corrections  can  be  made. 

REDACTED 

Yes,  that  is  correct.  It  will  be  transcribed  and  provided  for  review. 

What  I  am  going  to  do  is  give  you  in  summary,  with  as  much  detail  as  I  think  both  of  you 
have  of  the  different  allegations  that  have  been  presented.  Because  there  is  quite  a  bit  I 
will  take  this  per  person  to  give  a  chance  for  any  response  or  questions  or  whatever  you 
may  have.  I  want  to  advise  you  that  you  are  under  no  requirement  whatsoever  to  say 
anything.  I  cannot  ask  you  if  you  did  anything  that  would  amount  to  mcriminating 
yourself.  I  cannot  put  you  under  oath  to  say  anything.  You  already  have  exercised  your 
right  to  canonical  assistance.  With  that  in  mind,  I  will  now  begin  with  this  material. 
Some  of  this  you  are  already  familiar  with.  In  some  cases  we  have  since  gotten  additional 
information  which  is  what  I  will  be  presenting  to  you.  So  to  the  extent  that  some  of  this 
is  repetitious,  just  please  bear  with  me,  so  that  we  can  see  where  tilings  fit  in  and  where  it 
doesn't.  This  is  to  let  you  know  what  has  happened. 

With  regard  to  the  complaint  that  got  all  this  started,REDACTED         To  date  we  have 
still  not  been  able  to  do  a  formal  interview  with  this  gentleman.  We  have  made  several 
attempts  in  contact  with  the  civil  lawyer  to  allow  this  to  be  done.  To  date  we  have  had  no 
response,  and  this  has  not  happened.  However,  back  at  the  end  of  June  we  did  finally  get 
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a  copy  of  the  claimant  questionnaire  which  each  of  the  litigants  for  theREDACTED  lawfirm 
have  to  submit.  This  was  signed  by  him  under  oath  December  11,  2003.  I  will  be 
quoting  certain  statements  that  he  makes  from  the  document  so  that  we  can  know  what 
that  information  is.  Before  I  do  that,  just  to  get  a  time  parameter,  we  have,  from  the 
school  records  of  this  gentleman's  date  of  birth  which  is  October  28, 1956.  He  attended 
Pater  Noster  [High  School]  as  a  freshman  and  a  sophomore,  hence  for  two  years  roughly 
from  September  of  1970  to  June  of  1972.  This  means  that  the  incidents  that  he  alleged 
happened  in  an  age  window  from  his  late  13  years  old  to  a  maximum  of  15  years  old.  In 
terms  of  the  allegation  I  now  quote  from  that  claimant  questionnaire:  "Beckett  put  his 
mouth  on  my  mouth,  put  his  hand  on  my  penis,  had  an  erection,  touched  my  genitals,  told 
me  he  loved  me.  This  occurred  over  a  one  and  a  half  to  two  year  period  while  attending 
Pater  Noster  High  School."  In  a  separate  part  of  the  questionnaire  he  says  that  this 
happened  approximately  four  to  six  times.  Elsewhere  he  states  that  he  told  his  now  wife 
redacted circa  1975  about  actg  ^  haPpened  to  him  foul  aRE  DACTED   and  Br.  Beckett. 
He  also  told  his  friend,  ;REDACTED  ,  a  "number  of  years  ago."  That  is  the  phrase  used  in 
the  questionnaire.  Another  point  in  the  questionnaire  states  that  he  has  been  told  by  his 
attorney  (this  is  in  response  to  a  question  asking  'Does  he  know  about  other  incidents  of 
abuse?')  that  Beckett  is  alleged  to  have  abused  at  least  three  different  children,  Others 
who  attended  Pater  Noster  remembered  Beckett  allowing  boys  to  spend  time  with  him  in 
his  classroom  or  office  smoking.  Others  who  had  exposure  toREDACTED  in  Holy  Trinity 
parish  remember  feeling  that  Beckett  was  similar  tcREDACTED   in  that  they  should  stay 
away  from  him.  Investigations  have  revealed  that  Loomis,  throughout  his  career,  has 
maintained  overly  physical/sexual  relations  with  young  boys  and  men,  and  that  church 
personnel  at  various  assignments  have  been  aware  of  boys  and  young  men  spending  the 
night  with  Loomis  and  going  on  extended  trips  alone  with  Loomis." 

That  is  the  information  that  we  have  from  that  questionnaire.  At  this  point  is  there 
anything  you  would  like  to  say  or  ask? 

Msgr.  Loomis:  REDACTED 
Well,  that's  very  complex.  First  of  all  I  would  say  I  did  not  sexually  abuse 
It  did  not  happen.  I  did  not  do  that. 

[Msgr.  Loomis  in  consultation  with  his  canonical  advisor;  at  their  request  the  notes  from 
whichREDACTED   read  is  given  to  Msgr.  Loomis  and  his  canonical  advisor  to  review. 
REDACTED     andREDACTED  leave  the  room  until REDACTED  calls  them  back  and  says  they  are 
ready  to  continue.] 

Msgr.  Loomis: 

I  would  not  know  if  he  told  anyone  else  about  something.  And  I  certainly  don't  know 
whaiREDACTED     might  be  referring  to. 

REDACTED 

OK.  And  I  will  tell  you  right  now,  as  far  as  we  know,  we  have  no  idea  either. 


Msgr.  Loomis: 
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I  would  also  deny  that  I  abused  other  kids.  I  am  unaware  of  anyone  specifically  at  the 
moment  that  would  have  gone  on  a  vacation  with  me,  or  that  kind  of  thing. 

REDACTED 

A  question  of  extended  trips  alone,  is  that  the  comment  you  are  referring  to? 

Msgr.  Loomis: 
Yes. 

REDACTED 

.     „  ,  ,     ,  *       *  ±  REDACTED 

In  regard  to  this  allegation  we  knew  about  the  reference  tc  and  so  we 

interviewed?!pACTED    ^  was  first  of  all  done  byREDACTED   3ack  in  February 

[2004],  who  took  an  initial  statement  from  him.  I  did  a  formal  interview  of  him  at  the  end 
of  My,  30th  [2004]  in  which  he  made  certain  corrections  to  the  material  in  theREDACTED 
report  and  then  gave  me  his  formal  statements  and  so  he  is  now  under  oath. 

REDACTED  knew  tj1£REDACTED  ,-n  i  qq^  wnile  he  was  a  seminarian  serving  at  St. 

RFDAr.TFD       .  ~  redacted        nrnAATrn  mi  • 

Elizabeth  parish  which  is  where  wife        wasREDACTED       ^     That  is 

where  their  relationship  began  and  has  been  a  friend  since.  When  he  was  ordained  to  the 
priesthood  the  following  year  -  so  this  [the  ordination]  had  occurred  on  June  4, 1994  -  it 
was  some  time  around  then  that  he  learned  that  his  first  assignment  would  be  at  St. 
Anthony  parish  in  Oxnard  where  Fr.  Loomis  was  Pastor.  It  was  in  this  context  thaf EDACTED 
toldREDACTEDthat  Loomis  had  done  something  of  a  sexual  nature  toREDACTED  in  high  school. 
And  he:REDACTED  was  going  to  tellREDACTED  about  it.  Later  -  and  this  is  some  time  later  - 
redacted  tol(i      that  Loornis  grabbed  his  crotch  in  a  classroom.  Further  questioning  of 
redactedi  Seated  ^at,  by  his  own  admission  he  thinks  pictorially,  and  so  he  pictured  his 
own  high  school  classroom  asREDACTED  was  telling  him  this  incident.  And  so,  under 
questioning,  he  could  not  say  that  the  classroom  location  was  something  thatREDACTED 
said  or  something  thatREDACTED  was  picturing.  REDACTEDadvisedhim  to  think  about 
counseling  if  he  was  troubled  by  the  incident  He  seemed  to  think  he  was  troubled  to  an 
extent  he  was  embarrassed  in  talking  about  it.  But  there  was  no  subsequent  discussion  of 
this  incident.  He  did  not  report  the  matter  to  anyone,  (he  beinjREDACTED  since  it  was  his 
impression  thatREDACTED  showed  no  intention  of  going  any  further  with  this  matter,  fn 
reflecting  on  his  own  experience  with  him  at  the  rectory  at  St.  Anthony's  with  Fr. 
Loomis,REDACTEDdid  not  observe  anything  untoward  about  Loomis'  interest  in 
relationships  with  minors.  He  did  think  it  was  inappropriate  that  Loomis  allowed  a  20 
year  old  dropout  seminarian  to  room  for  two  months  at  the  parish  center,  spend  time 
together  during  the  day,  and  go  away  weekends,  but  he  did  not  observe  anything 
improper.  So  there  is  nothing  there.  The  significance  then  of  this  is  thatREDACTEDhad  told 
his  girlfriend  to  become  his  wife,  both  of  them  sometime  in  1994,  toldREDACTED  about  this 
incident.  And  therefore  there  is  some  kind  of  corroboration,  for  what  it's  worth. 

So  that  is  what  we  have  on  that  incident.  Is  there  anything  else? 

[Canonical  consultation,  again  in  private] 
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Msgr.  Loomis: 

I  would  simply  say  again  that  I  never  molestedREDACTED    i  nad  no  recollection  of 
the  name  or  the  person  tillREDACTED    called  me  and  told  me  that  I  had  been  named 
in  that  suit  as  a  perpetrator.  Ia  terms . .  .from  time  to  time  at  St.  Anthony's,  because  the 
rectory  was  separate  from  the  office  building,  we  had  seminarians  that  were  going 
through  the  CPE  course  at  St.  John's  regional  medical  center,  we  had  a  seminarian  from 
another  country  who  could  not  go  home  on  vacation,  we  did  have  one  seminarian  whose 
name  is  Redacted^  ^       dropped  out  of  the  seminary,  he  was  a  seminarian  from 
Tucson,  he  asked  if  he  could  use  one  of  the  rooms  in  'that  other  building'  for  a  couple  of 
months  until  he  could  get  a  job  and  set  himself  up.  He'd  previously  worked  at  Santa 
Clara  foiREDACTED    The  seminary  did  not  give  any  indication  that  there  was  a 
problem.  So  I  let  him  use  the  room.  He  made  his  own  meals.  We  did  become  friendly 
and  we're  still  in  contact  with  each  other.  I  can't  think  of  anything  else. 

REDACTED 

The  next  item  I  want  to  go  to,  you  are  familiar  with:  REDACTED  and  the 

complaint  that  was  made  in  that  regard.  He  was  first  interviewed  byREDACTED  ■  in 

February  [2004].  I  did  a  formal  interview  with  him  at  the  beginning  of  this  ^1^5^^ 

the  seventh  of  September.  He  made  one  correction  to  the  written  record  frorr 

report  and  then  he  answered  additional  questions,  and  so  we  have  his  statements  under 

oath. 

His  date  of  birth  isREDACTED  1964.  And  the  incidents  that  he  is  alleging  occurred,  to  the 
best  of  his  knowledge,  the  summer  of  1974.  He  has  acknowledged  that  it  might 
conceivably  be  1973,  but  in  his  own  mind  it  was  1974.  On  that  basis  the  age  window  that 
we're  talking  about  is  that  he  was  nine  years  old,  eight  to  ten  months. 

Our  first  knowledge  of  this  allegation  came  by  way  0fRE9A^TED         He  was  an 
associate  at  Corpus  Christi  during  the  time  that  Richard  Loomis  was  a  seminarian.  So 
this  would  have  been  after  you  left  the  Brothers  of  St.  Patrick.  According  toREDACTED 
redacted     parents  told  him  that  Loomis  had  fondled  or  groped  their  son.  As  the 
summer  was  almost  over  (andREDACTEDwas  saying  this  was  1974)  his  presence  at  the 
parish  ended,  he  had  to  go  back  to  the  seminary,  without REDACTED having  to  sav  anything 
to  him  about  it.  From  the  interviews  withREDACTED  what  we  have  is  this:  REDACTED 
became  an  altar  boy  in  the  second  grade  and  subsequently  came  to  know  Loomis. 
REDACTED  parents  were  very  active  in  the  parish,  the  priests  in  the  parish  frequently 
were  guests  intheREDACTED  home.  So  there  was  nothing  remarkable  about  any 
association  with  their  kids  and  the  people  at  the  parish,  as  far  as  they  were  concerned. 
The  kids  at  school  (this  isREDACTED  again)  liked  Loomis  who  gave  REDACTED  more 
attention  than  other  kids.  During  the  summer,  after  completing  fourth  grade,  on  three  or 
four  (in  the  original  deposition;  under  questioning  at  least  two,  no  more  than  four)  times 
or  occasions  and  responding  to  an  invitation  from  Loomis  he  went  to  the  Loomis  home  to 
use  their  swimming  pool.  Each  time  he  disrobed  before  and  after  swimming,  Loomis 
fondled  his  genitals.  REDACTED  was  naked.  Nothing  more  than  that  happened.  The  full 
period  of  time  from  going  into  the  room,  getting  undressed,  getting  changed,  going  out  of 
the  room  to  go  to  the  pool  or  to  leave  was  no  more  than  five  minutes.  At  the  most  these 
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were  short  things,  but  he  says  that  they  happened.  While  was  swimming  in  the 

pool  Loomis  stayed  out  of  the  pool,  and  any  interaction  with  him  was  just  talking. 
Finally,  the  wrongness  of  the  acts  built  up  in  his  conscience  and  he  stopped  going  to  the 
Loomis  home  for  swimming.  Redacted  told  his  mother  what  Loomis  had  done  to  him. 
She  told  his  father.  He  supposes  that  they  reported  the  matter  to  the  Pastor  or  assistant 
Pastor  as  Loomis  suddenly  disappeared  from  the  parish  and  the  school. 

[Canonical  consultation,  again  in  private.] 

Msgr.  Loomis: 

Again,  very  complex.  I  did  not  know  theREDACTED  family,  in  the  sense  of  any  kind  of 
social  contact  with  them.  TheREDACTED  name  was  well  known  in  the  parish.  I  remind 
everybody  that  I  did  not  grow  up  a  Catholic  in  the  Pacific  Palisades.  I  am  a  convert.  And 
I  had  very  little  contact  with  the  families  or  the  priests  leading  up  to  this.  1974 1  do  recall 
one  time  when  a  little  boy  on  a  hot  summer  day  said  that  he  wanted  to  come  swimming. 
And  I  do  remember  that  wasREDACTED         I  told  him  he  had  to  ask  his  mother's 
permission,  and  I  would  have  to  check  with  somebody  else  who  is  going  to  be  available 
to  supervise  the  pool.  We  had  two  small  kids  living  there.  My  brother's  children.  And  we 
had  a  rule  that  there  always  had  to  be  two  of  us  available  if  there  were  going  to  be  kids 
around  the  pool.  My  mother  was  there,  during  the  entire  timeREDACTED  was  there. 
Unfortunately  my  mother  died  in  1988.  That's  the  only  time  as  far  as  I  know  that  he 
swam  in  our  pool.  I  did  not  fondle  him.  I  have  never  seen  him  naked.  I  would  not 
recognize  him  if  he  walked  up  to  me. . .  The  house  underwent  renovations  beginning  in 
January  of  1974.  And  the  room  which  had  always  been  used  as  a  changing  room,  which 
opens  onto  the  pool  deck,  was  demolished  in  order  to  make  way  for  a  new  apartment  for 
my  mother.  My  brother  bought  the  house  and  they  moved  in,  in  January  of  1 974,  while 
the  construction  was  being  done.  This  is  a  house  that  kind  of  circled  around  the  pool  and 
virtually  every  room  opened  out  onto  the  pool,  had  some  view  of  the  pool.  So  that  it 
would  have  been  impossible  to  have  somebody  there  without  somebody  else  -  there  were 
seven  people  living  in  the  house  that  summer.  In  terms  of  the  hanging  around  the  kids  at 
the  school,  I  don't  see  how  that  would  be  possible  because  I  was  in  school  when  they 
were  in  school.  I  did  occasionally  coordinate  altar  servers  for  major  liturgies  at  the 
request  of  REDACTED      I  did  not  choose  who  those  servers  were  going  to  be.  They  were 
simply  assigned.  In  the  summer  of  '74 1  worked  downtown  with  the  Sisters  of  Social 
Service  Monday  through  Friday  at  a  day  camp.  I  would  basically  say,  it  did  not  happen,  I 
did  not  do  it.  I  don't  know  what  else  I  would  add  to  that.  You  had  an  awful  lot  in  there 
that  you  read  out  to  me,  so . . .  Toward  the  end  you  did  say  that  I  was  going  back  and  I 
suddenly  disappeared  from  the  parish.  The  Palisades  is  my  home.  And  I  was  back  to  the 
Palisades  as  much  as  I  was  before  '74,  after  the  summer  of  '74.  I  was  home  for 
vacations,  I  was  home  for  weekends,  once  I  was  ordained  I  was  home  on  days  off  to  visit 
my  mother.  If  I  was  on  vacation  and  was  available  on  Sunday,  I  said  Mass  in  the  parish. 
I  was  a  Deacon  and  didn't  have  other  things  that  I  was  assigned  to  do,  I  deaconed  at  the 
parish.  So  the  idea  that  I  suddenly  disappeared  doesn't  make  sense. 
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I  think  in  that  point  we're  dealing  with  the  memory  of  a  little  boy.  And  again,  toward  the. 
end  of  summer  you  would  have  gone  back  to  school.  I  did  press  him  on  that  point  and 
mentioned  some  of  the  very  things  that  you  have  talked  about  -  you've  lived  there,  this  is 
your  parish,  you  would  have  been  there,  back  on  holidays  and  summers  and  such,  and  his 
response  to  that  is  basically  that  he  never  saw  you  again.  I  think  that  this  "sudden 
disappearance",  that  was  in  quote  marks  in  the  original  deposition. 

Msgr.  Loomis: 

One  of  the  things  that  I  would  add  also,  is  that  both  of  my  nephews  went  to  the  same 
school  at  theREDACTED  kids.  They  went  to  Corpus  Christi,  and  in  fact  entered  Corpus 
Chxisti  and  were  in  Corpus  Christi  already  when  he  alleges  that  this  happened.  Both  kids 
followed  him  to  Loyola  High  School.  My  older  nephew  played  with  him  on  the  same 
football  team.  I  found  out  all  of  this  afterwards,  in  talking  with  family  members.  Kind  of 
the  idea  to  me,  that  there  were  two  small  children  in  the  home  where  I  was  and  no  one 
went  to  my  brother  or  my  sister-in-law  ...  I  find  that  very  difficult. 

REDACTED 

When  you  were  around  the  parish  on  your  holiday  breaks,  and  coordinating  altar  boys  or 
whatever  else  you  had  done,  what  would  have  been  your  normal  dress? 

Msgr.  Loomis; 

Civies.  Shirt,  slacks,  not  clerics. 

REDACTED 

You  would  never  have  wom  clerics? 
Msgr.  Loomis: 

I  wore  cassock  and  surplice  at  Mass.  Sometimes  an  alb.  But  otherwise  it  would  just  be 
ordinary  lay  clothes. 

REDACTED 

Subsequently,  in  an  earlier  comment,  he  says  he  only  saw  you  one  other  time  ever  since. 
It  was  at  a  Mass  when  he  was  a  teenager.  He  says  that  you  said  hello  to  each  other,  you 
were  very  cordial  to  him  but  that  was  about  it.  He  says  he  was  uncomfortable  and  he 
walked  away.  So  he  says  there  was  one  other  time  that  he  had  seen  you. 

Msgr.  Loomis: 

I  have  no  knowledge  of  that.  Somebody  walks  out  of  church  and  says  hello,  I  say  hello 
back. 

REDACTED 

REDACTED  was  contacted  ^REDACTED  this  is  how  the  original  report  got  filed,  who 
had  been  asked  to  do  so  by  the  investigator  REDACTED  ,  who  asked  if REDACTED  could  sneak 
to  him.  At  first  he  said  no.  Then  he  askedREDACTED  whaREDACTED  wanted  him  to  do. REDACT1 
told  him  that  he  would  like  him  to  talk  toREDACTCD  but  that  he  didn't  have  to  if  he  didn't 
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want  to.  AndREDACTED  said  Ok  I  will  talk  to  him.  And  that's  how  the  original  interview 
took  place.  When  apprised  that  Loomis  denied  the  incidents  ever  happened  redacted 
stated,  and  I'm  quoting:  "There  is  no  doubt  in  my  mind  that  it  happened.  I  just  don't  feel 
it  to  be  a  big  deal  in  my  life  at  this  time  and  so  I'm  over  it.  I  remember  how  I  felt  when  I 
heard  he  was  a  Monsignor,  and  he  was  doing  all  these  wonderful  things,  and  I  just  had 
this  little  feeling  going:  ugh. .  .you  know,  that's  not  the  right  guy  to  be  in  that  position. 
But  I  never  felt  like  trying  to  bring  him  down  or  anything  like  that.  Just  moved  past  it." 
That  is  his  response. 

Finally,  his  mother  !,™LE°in  an  interview  witbREDACTED  at  the  end  of  March, 
confirms  tha1REDACTEDtold  her  about  the  fj™d|mg-  She  had  pretty  much  forgotten  the 
matter  until  her  son  called  her  to  say  that         would  be  calling  her,  and  my  own 
summary  of  going  over  her  material  is  that  her  memory  is  pretty  vague  in  terms  of  any 
details.  I'm  not  sure  she  remembers  how  or  whether  a  report  had  been  made  to  anyone  at 
the  parish.  Of  course  we  haveREDACTEDsaying  that  it  had  been  done.  Do  you  have  a 
question? 

REDACTED 

Was  she  definite  about  the  identification  of  who  he  was  talking  about? 

REDACTED 

Yes. 

REDACTED 

Did  she  say  that  this  person  was  a  seminarian  or  a  priest? 
REDACTED 

What  she  says  is  that  it  was  Loomis. 

REDACTED 

OK. 

REDACTED 

That  constitutes  the  material  that  we  have  on  that  incident. 
[Canonical  consultation,  again  in  private.] 
Msgr.  Loomis: 

The  only  thing  that  I  would  comment  on  that,  this  is  not  from  my  personal  knowledge  but 
from  what  my  sister-in-law  has  told  me  since,  is  that  my  sister-in-lawREDACTED 
worked  side  by  side  withR  E  D ACTE  D       during  the  entire  time  that  my  nephews  were 
in  Corpus  Christi  they  were  in  a  group  known  as  the  Sisters  of  St.  Louie  League,  knew 
each  other  quite  well, . .  .again,  two  small  nephews. .  it  would  seem  odd  that  something 
would  not  have  been  said  at  the  time.  If  indeed  this  did  come  up,  and  I  would  say  again,  it 
did  not  happen,  I  did  not  fondle  this  kid.  I  wish  I  could  say  at  this  point  in  my  life  that  I 
could  say  'No,  he  never  came  to  our  home  swirrrming,' ...  to  be  honest  I  would  have  to 
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say  lie  came  that  one  time.  But  it  was  one  time,  and  there  was  another  adult  present. 
There  were  probably  other  people  present  too.  But  I  don't  recall  other  people  specifically 
being  in  the  house.  There  were  so  many  people  living  in  the  house  that  summer,  like  I 
said  seven  people,  that  there  was  virtually  never  a  time  that  there  was  no  one  home. 
There  were  always  people,  always. 

REDACTED 

You  worked  downtown.  Would  this  have  had  to  have  been  a  weekend? 
Msgr.  Loomis: 

It  would  have  had  to  have  been  a  weekend.  It  would  have  had  to  have  been.  Which  would 
have  made  sure  that  even  more  people  were  home. 

REDACTED 

So  the  summer  of  '74  is  when  you  were  working  with  the  Sisters  of  Social  Service? 

Msgr.  Loomis: 
Correct.  At  Holy  Rosary. 

REDACTED 

And  that  was  a  Monday  through  Friday  activity? 

Msgr.  Loomis 

That's  correct.The  camp  opened  about  noon.  I  had  to  be  there  at  ten  for  the  set  up  so  I 
did  morning  Mass,  went  home,  had  breakfast,  went  downtown.  Two  evenings  a  week, 
Tuesdays  and  Thursdays,  we  had  evening  sessions  with  the  teenagers  that  were  the 
counselors,  taming  them  for  what  was  coming  up  on  future  days.  Wednesday  evenings 
is  when  I  had  that  Bible  class.  I  didn't  get  home  before  6  o'clock  Monday  through 
Friday. 

REDACTED 

And  this  began  how  soon  during  the  summer? 
Msgr.  Loomis: 

Oh,  I  couldn't  say  that  exactly.  But  it  was  within  a  couple  of  weeks  after  we  got  out  of 
school. 

REDACTED 

And  went  how  long? 

Msgr.  Loomis: 

Into  August.  I  couldn't  say  exactly  when.  There  is  a  Tidings  article  about  the  summer 
camp. 

REDACTED 


You  mentioned  a  Bible  Class  Wednesday  evenings?  Where  was  that? 
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Msgr.  Loomis: 
At  Corpus  Christi 

REDACTED 

So  you  came  back  from  Holy  Rosary? 
Msgr.  Loomis: 

Yes,  that  was  a  chapel  of  Our  Lady  of  Loreto 

REDACTED 

Just  to  go  back  to  an  earlier  point,  REDACTED    just  for  your  own  sake. .  .1  don't  see  it 
as  extremely  relevant  to  the  allegations,  she  said  that  in  her  own  rnind  she  had  long  since 
forgiven  anything  that  would  have  happened.  She  bore  no  animosity,  and  that  she  had 
basically  forgotten  about  the  whole  thing  until  her  son  called  her  to  tell  her  that  she  would 
be  getting  a  phone  call. 

REDACTED 

The  next  item  is  something  you  are  familiar  with.  This  has  to  do  withREDA£JED 
who  i£REDACTED  brother.  He  was  interviewed  in  January  2004  by  REDACTED 

and  then  I  did  a  formal  interview  with  him  last  month,  August  6, 2004.  Let  me  stop  for  a 
second  and  say  this:  in  terms  of  allegations  of  sexual  abuse  of  minors,  those  are  the  two 
incidents  that  we  have.  There  axe  no  other  reports  that  we  have.  The  material  that  I  am 
now  going  to  be  going  through  with  you  are  allegations  of  other  types  of  behavior, 
activities,  that  if  true  would  provide  shall  we  say  a  context  or  a  character  out  of  which  the 
two  allegations  of  sexual  abuse  of  a  minor  could  be  given  some  credence.  So  that's  the 
relevance  of  this  material. 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 


date  of  birth  is  1948.  The  incident  that  he  alleges  occurred  during  the 

summer  of  '74,  hence  he  would  have  been  around  his  26th  birthday. 

He  first  called  the  child  sexual  abuse  hotline  staffed  byREDACTED  in  December  of  2002, 
by  his  recollection  -  in  June  2002  bjREDACTED    recollection  -  to  report  his  experience. 
Sinc(REDACTED  was  an  adult,  Loomis  denied  the  incident,  and  there  were  no  other  reports,  no 
action  was  taken  ancREDACTED  shredded  the  report,  thinking  that  a  record  was 
maintained  in  the  Vicar  for  Clergy  office.  She  happened  to  overhear  legal  counsel  for  the 
Diocese,REDApTED    and  Msgr.  Cox,  the  Vicar  for  Clergy,  talking  about  the  draft  of  a 
public  announcement  that  was  going  to  be  made  at  Msgr.  Loomis'  parish,  Saints  Felicitas 
and  Perpetua,  after  the  REDACTED lawsuit  was  posted  on  the  internet.  What  concerned  her 
was  that  at  the  very  end  of  the  statement  it  was  going  to  be:  "There  have  been  no  other 
reports."  She  then  reminded  Msgr.  Cox  and  informed  REDACTED    about  this  report  that 
had  been  filed  back  in  2002.  As  a  result  of  that  they  decided  to  drop  that  last  reference  in 
the  public  announcement.  In  interviewingREDACTED  what  he  says  is  that  he  attended  a  Bible 
class  taught  by  Loomis  as  a  seminarian  at  Corpus  Christi  that  summer.  Around  the  end 
of  the  four  week  or  so  of  classes  Loomis  invited  him  to  accompany  him  to  a  youth  swim 
outing  at  some  public  park,  he  doesn't  remember  where.  While  standing  outside  the 
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fence  around  the  swimming  pool  Loomis  remarked  of  a  group  of  boys:  "Look  at  them, 
they  don't  know  what  they've  got  between  their  legs."  He  may  have  added:  "They  don't 
even  know  they  have  an  erection,  or  hard  on."REDACTEDwas  put  off  by  the  statement.  There 
were  further  comments  of  a  sexual  narureREDACTED  let  Loomis  know  that  he  was  single  and 
interested  in  girls,  not  boys.  REDACTED 
REDACTED 


With  regard  to  the  confusion  of  times,  these  are  my  own  thoughts  on  this  took  a 

long  time  to  return  the  signature  page  for  his  formal  testimony.  When  contacted  he 
remarked  that  he  had  forgotten  about  it  in  the  pile  of  papers  on  his  desk  and  all.  This 
reinforced  my  impression  that  there  is  an  element  of  the  absent  minded  professor  about 
him.  He  admits  in  the  formal  interview  his  problem  remembering  the  correct  year  of  the 
incident.  He  was  trying  to  associate  with  the  different  activities  he  was  involved  in.  His 

approximation  of  dates  is  probably  off.  The  date  for  the  confirmation  the 

confirmations  in  this  Diocese  are  done  in  the  Spring.  SoREDACTED  remembrance  that  he 
made  his  first  contact  in  June,  the  hot  line  report,  is  indeed  possible. 

REDACTED 


[Private  canonical  consultation.] 
Msgr.  Loomis: 

I  do  not  knowREDACTED    To  the  best  of  my  knowledge  I  have  never  met  him.  I 
can't  say  absolutely  for  certain  that  there  was  not  a  young  man  in  that  Bible  class.  My 
recollection  is  that  it  was  elderly  ladies  that  came  to  the  evening  Bible  class.  I  can't 
absolutely  say  that  there  was  not  someone  else  there.  But  that's  my  recollection.  I  don't 
recall  taking  anyone  to  what  have  had  to  have  been  day  camp  down  in  the  civic  center. 
We  did  from  time  to  time  shuttle  the  kids  over  to  the  pool  in  Griffith  Park.  But  I  was 
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doing  the  shuttling  in  my  red  Ford  station  wagon,  I  was  not  at  the  pool.  I  was  doing  the 
shuttling.  We  only  used  buses,  because  of  lack  of  funds,  if  we  were  going  on  a  longer 
trip  like  down  to  Whittier  Narrows,  the  big  park  there,  or  that  kind  of  thing.  And  I  have 
to  say  that  as  I  read  the  two  different  versions  that  he  told  previously,  there  are  just  lots  of 
contradictions  and  inconsistencies.  He  says  that  I  objected  to  being  called  Dick  because  it 
had  a  sexual  connotation.  I  think  everybody  around  here  knows  that's  who  I  am.  The 
car.  And  so  on. 

REDACTED 


REDACTED 

The  next  set  of  material  will  be  new  for  you.  This  is  going  to  be  four  people,  all  of  whom 
were  altar  boys  at  the  time  during  your  first  assignment  at  Holy  Family  parish  in 
Glendale.  The  primary  person  that  I  did  a  formal  interview  with  isREDACTED 
He  was  first  interviewed  by  REDACTED  in  July  g,  2004.  I  did  a  formal  interview  with 
him  earlier  this  month,  on  September  8th  [2004]. 

His  date  of  birth  is  REDACTED  1962.  Therefore  the  incidents  that  he  relates  occurred 
no  earlier  than  June  of  1976  since  you  were  assigned  to  Holy  Family  at  that  time.  Hence 
the  age  window  starts  at  13  XA  years  old.  He  was  in  eighth  grade,  and  this  ended 
apparently  a  year  later,  he  didn't  state  specifically  such,  but  I  am  inferring  it  from  the 
statements  that  we  have.  Therefore  we  are  talking  from  about  13  Vi  to  14  V2, 

He  states  that  Loomis  several  times  invited  him  and  other  altar  boys  to  join  him  in  the 
upstairs  private  corrimunity  room  in  the  rectory  after  the  5:30  PM  Mass.  At  least  a  couple 
of  times  REDACTEDsvas  invited  alone  and  was  offered  a  beer.  On  one  occasion  he  did  sip  a 
beer  but  put  it  down.  Loomis  never  forced  beer  on  him.  But  let  him  and  his  friends  know 
that  they  were  free  to  drink  communion  wine  at  the  church  or  beer  at  the  rectory  if  they 
wanted  to.  There  were  sexual  innuendoes  and  comments  in  these  settings.  Loomis  asked 
his  friendREDACTED  (there  is  confusion  on  this  since  in  the  first  interview  he  identified 
redacted      '  another  friend,  but  he  corrected  that  in  the  second  interview  saying  it 
wasREDACTED  who  apparently  worked  the  telephone  at  the  Rectory)  "What  do  you  do 
when  you  get  horny?"  When  he  didn't  answer  Loomis  said:  "I  just  have  a  good  beat 
off."  Loomis  never  physically  touchedREDACTED  or  solicited  him  in  a  sexual  manner,  but 
made  him  uncomfortable  with  the  alcohol  and  the  innuendoes.  Loomis  took  his  younger 
brotherREDACTED  and  his  two  friends  to  a  nearby  park  on  one  occasion  and  got  them 
drunk  on  Mickey  Big  Mouth  Malt  Liquor.  Loomis  took  RE  D  ACTED      out  to  dinner  at 
a  nice  restaurant  followed  by  a  movie  that  turned  out  to  be  a  strange  experience  that 
seemed  like  a  date.  SinceREDACTED  turned  down  the  suggestion  to  see  the  movie  The 
Exorcist  after  dinner,  they  ended  up  going  to  another  one  of  Loomis'  suggestions:  The 
Man  Who  Fell  To  Earth.  It  turned  out  to  be  an  R  rated  movie  about  homosexuality  and 
uninhibited  sexual  boundaries.REDACTED      brothers  who  attended  Pater  Noster 
high  school  knew  of  Brother  Beckett's  abnormal  interest  in  boys  and  warned  their  father 
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to  keep  REDACTED  andREDA°TEDaway  from  him. .  .somethingREDACTED  never  learned  about  until 
this  past  year  when  his  father  told  him. 

redacted   also  REDACTED    one  of  the  friends  named  byREDACTED 

This  interview  was  also  in  July.  He's  a  classmate  of  REDACTED,  so  a  year  younger 
than  REDACTED      confirms  that  on  one  occasion  Loomis  invited  him,REDACTED  and 
another  friend  to  what  he  calls  his  office  in  the  rectory  after  school  and  gave  them  a  fifth 
of  peach  brandy.  The  boys  left  the  rectory,  got  someR  <™§  and  drank  the  brandy  in  the 
school  yard.  On  another  occasion  Loomis  took  him,       and  another  friend  on  a 
neighborhood  tour,  bought  a  six  pack  of  Mickey  Big  Mouth,  which  they  shared  during  ' 
the  tour..  Sometime  that  day  Loomis  made  a  remark  that  it  doesn't  matter  who  touches 
you  somewhere  it  still  feels  good.  No  other  sexual  innuendoes,  no  touching,  no 
recollection  of  being  invited  to  drink  altar  wine. 

REDACTED    the  younger  brother  of REDACTED  was  also  interviewed  the  same  day,  July  7 
[2004J.  He  is  one  year  younger  thanREDACTEDso  he  was  in  seventh  grade  when  Loomis 
was  assigned  to  the  parish.  Loomis  allowed  him  and  other  altar  boys  to  drink  the  wine, 
sometimes  doing  so  in  his  presence.  He  confirms  the  Mickey  Big  Mouth  story.  During 
their  time  in  the  park  he  says  Loomis  urinated  with  his  back  toward  them.  He  did  not 
expose  himself  to  them.  There  was  no  inappropriate  touching.  He  has  no  recollection  of 
sexual  innuendoes  or  remarks. 

REDACTED      another  person  named  byREDACTED  was  interviewed  on  the  8th  of  July 
[2004]."  He  is  a  friend  of  REDACTED  and  a  fellow  altar  server.  Loomis  seemed  kind  of 
"cool"  in  showing  more  attention  to  the  altar  servers  than  the  other  priests  at  the  parish. 
At  the  same  time  there  was  something  odd  about  him.  His  friend  and  altar  serverREDACTED 

redacted^      ^at  one  time  just  prior  to  5:30  mass  that  Fr.  Loomis  lets  us  drink  altar 
wine.  After  the  mass,  they  had  a  little  bit  left  in  the  cruet  and  asked  what  should  they  do 
with  it,  and  Loomis  said  to  them  to  pour  it  out  down  the  drain. REDACTEDthen  said:  I 
thought  you  said  we  could  drink  this  altar  wine.  Loomis  left  and  came  back  with  a  fall 
bottle  and  said  they  could  have  it.  The  two  of  them,  but  not  Loomis,  drank  the  whole 
bottle  and  walked  home  in  a  drunken  state,  their  first  buzz.  His  friend, REDACTED  told 
him  about  the  get-homy-good-beat-off  incident.  He  also  recounted  another  encounter 
with  another  friend,  older,  on<REDACTEDwho  went  into  shock  wheiREDACTED  jokingly 
told  him  that  Brother  Beckett  was  looking  for  him.  No  sexual  touching,  no  innuendoes  in 
REDACTED5  recollection. 

I  know  that's  a  lot  there.  But  basically  what  we  have  is  stories,  by  today's  standards,  of 
clear  violations  of  appropriate  boundaries. 

[Canonical  consultation.] 
REDACTED 

Father,  since  these  are  new  may  I  just  have  a  few  minutes  with  Monsignor  alone  to 
discuss  some  of  this?  I  have  no  problem  with  it.  As  it  is  new  I  want  to  digest  it.  Please 
give  us  five  or  ten  minutes. 


12 


XII  000267 


REDACTED 


Sure.  Go  ahead. 


[Private  canonical  consultation.] 


Msgr.  Loomis:  redacted 
Concerning  servers  going  upstairs  to  the  community  room.  [the  pastor]  was 

very  firm  that  nobody  but  immediate  family  members,  priest  friends  would  go  up  to  the 
community  room.  I  didn't  take  kids  up  there.  I  don't  know  where  the  thing  about  sexual 
innuendoes  is  coming  from.  I  did  not  take  kids  to  a  park  and  get  them  drunk.  I  really 
don't  like  to  go  to  movies  and  I  didn't  take  kids  to  movies.  The  Exorcist  was  the  bane  of 
our  existence  when  I  was  first  ordained.  It  had  just  come  out  and  we  were  called  by 
people  in  the  middle  of  the  night  who  said  their  bed  was  shaking.  I  have  never  seen  The 
Exorcist.  I  don't  know  this  movie  The  Man  Who  Fell  To  Earth,  I  have  never  seen  it.  I  do 
know  theREDACTED  family.  I  taught  some  of  the  older  boys  at  Pater  Noster.  I  tutored  one 
of  the  boys  that  failed  in  English  class,  during  the  summer  of  '72  when  I  was  tutoring  at 
Bellarmine  Jefferson.  I  was  never  really  social  with  the  family,  but  I  knew  them.  I  did 
not  knov,REDACTEDwell.  As  to  peach  brandy,  no.  I  wouldn't  have  something  like  that. 

REDACTED 
You  said  No.  No  to  what? 


Msgr.  Loomis:. 

I  wouldn't  have  given  it  to  them.  And  I  wouldn't  have  had  it.  Either  one.  Sexual 
innuendoes  ...  I  don't  recall  making  any  comments  of  that  type.  If  someone 
misinterpreted  something,  that  would  be  different.  We  had  a  problem  when  I  was  there 
with  the  altar  boys  stealing  the  wine.  There  was  one  time  I  went  to  REDACTED     and  said 
I  think  the  wine  that  I  used  at  mass  this  morning  was  more  water  than  wine.  We  had  to 
start  locking  the  wine  up.  We  used  to  have  one  bottle  that  would  be  out  so  the  servers 
could  fill  the  cruets.  But  we  had  to  start  locking  it  up.  And  we  would  take  it  out  and  give 
it  to  them  so  they  could  fill  the  cruet  and  then  we  would  put  it  away  again.  We  did  have  a 
Franciscan  brother  who  was  sacristan,REDACTED         he  was  not  one  of  the  main 
Franciscan  groups  but  one  of  the  other  ones.  He  helped  out  around  the  parish.  We  did 
have  a  difficulty  with  him  giving  alcohol  to  kids."  "  D  handled  it.  I  don't  know  what  the 
upshot  was. 

REDACTED 

What  time  frame  would  that  have  been? 


Msgr  Loomis: 

While  I  was  stationed  there,  I  couldn't  tell  you  exactly,  I  was  there  three  years. 
REDACTED 


Was  he  the  sacristan  the  whole  time? 
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Msgr.  Loomis: 
The  whole  time,  yes. 

I  didn't  take  kids  to  a  park  to  get  drunk.  I'm  sorry,  we  just  didn't.  There  was  one  time, 
and  I  think  it  probahly  wasREDACTE°  that  I  played  real  stupid  trick  on.  I  brought  down  a 
'Near  Beer'  in  a  glass  and  put  it  on  a  desk  in  front  of  him  and  teased  him  about  drinking 
it.  But  it  was  not  real  beer.  And  before  he  left  I  told  him  it  was  not  real  beer.  And  he 
didn't  drink  it,  we  threw  it  away,  after  he  left.  A  stupid  thing  to  do,  but  it  was  not  real 
beer.  It  was 'Near  Beer'. 

,      1   ■    ■,  •  ,i  .  REDACTED 

At  the  time  that  I  was  at  Holy  Family  there  was  very  little  drinking  in  the  rectory. 
REDACTEDdidn't  drink.  I  would  have  a  drink  very  seldom  on  a  social  occasion.  Alcohol 
was  not  something  that  was  a  big  deal.  I  am  shocked. 

REDACTED 

The  last  item  involves  someone  who  is  mentioned  both  byREDACTED    and  by  this 
redacted  This  isREE|ACTED      It  was REDACTEDwh0  had  the  encounter  with  him 

that  was  reported.  We  finally  tracked  him  down.  He  was  interviewed,  not  byREDACTED 
but  byREDACTED  another  one  of  the  agents  who  are  working  for  us.  The  interview  was 
earlier  this  month  [September  2004]  on  the  9th. 

His  date  of  birth  we  know  from  school  records,REDACTED  1952. 

He  attended  Pater  Noster  [High  School]  from  1966  to  1970.  He  graduated  in  '70.  It  was 
there  that  he  knew  Loomis  as  Brother  Beckett,  who  was  the  dean  of  discipline.  He  says 
that  Loomis  had  a  reputation  among  the  students  of  having  too  much  interest  in  boys  and 
making  sexual  innuendoes  to  them.  But  Loomis  made  no  such  comments  to  him.  Nor 
does  he  have  knowledge  that  Loomis  ever  sexually  abused  any  student.  REDACTED 
REDACTED 


REDACTED 


14 


XII  000269 


RCALA  006149 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 

When  did  that  happen?  This  'shock'?  I'm  losing  track  of  this. 

REDACTED 

The  encounter  with  the  car  was  relatively  recently.  But  I  don't  remember  the  time. 

REDACTED 

They  were  all  adults  obviously. 

REDACTED 

Yes. 

REDACTED 

And  he  went  into  shock?  That's  what  they  said? 

REDACTED 

Yes.  AndREDACTEDis  not  alleging  that  he  was  a  minor  at  the  time.  He  had  graduated  from 
high  school  already  when  this  occurred. 

[Private  canonical  consultation] 

Msgr.  Loomis: 
REDACTED 
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REDACTED 


REDACTED 

That  constitutes  the  material  that  we  have.  One  of  the  things  that  has  made  this  difficult 
is  tracking  people  down,  getting  the  cooperation.  Most  of  these  people  have  been 
reluctant,  I  would  say. 

Is  there  anything  else? 

REDACTED 

Yes.  Msgr.  Loomis  has  been  advised  that  he  cannot  be  made  to  take  an  oath,  however  he 
wants  to.  He  wants  to  under  oath  deny  any  specifics  to  sexual  abuse  of  minors.  There 
are  a  lot  of  other  things  also,  but  these  in  particular  he  wants  to.  Is  that  correct 
Monsignor  Loomis? 

Msgr.  Loomis: 

I  would  be  very  willing.  REDACTED  and  the  REDACTED  thing  simply  did  not  happen. 
REDACTED 

Under  the  clear  understanding  that  this  is  something  that  you  are  volunteering  to  do. 
REDACTED 

The  truth  is  the  truth,  and  if  you  have  other  things  of  vague  memory,  although  the  burden 
is  on  someone  to  prove  the  allegations,  not  to  disprove,  in  a  formal  trial.  And  I  think  the 
two  things  at  issue  areREDACTED  andREDACTED  And  as  to  the  clarity  of  things,  I  think  he 
wants  to  do  that. 

REDACTED  ,„„,.,, 

obtains  a  bible  and  places  it  on  the  table  before  Msgr.  Loomis.] 

REDACTED 

Do  you  swear  that  what  you  are  about  to  state  is  the  truth  so  help  you  God. 

Msgr.  Loomis: 
I  do. 


RCALA  0061 


REDACTED 

What  is  it  that  you  wish  to  state  under  oath? 
Msgr.  Loomis: 

The  accusations  made  against  me  byREDACTED  andREDACTED        are  not  true. 
They  did  not  happen.  I  did  not  molest  them. 

REDACTED 

Thank  you.  Is  there  anything  else? 
REDACTED 

From  my  point  of  view,  if  there ...  I  don't  know  what . . .  obviously  when  you  have 
varying  people  telling  you  varying  things,  it's  up  to  you  to  put  what  weight  you  give  each 
witness.  So ...  and  especially  I  am  concerned  withREDACTED  vague  memory,  the 

fact  that  her  husband  is  dead. . .  there  are  some  witnesses  that  we  have  had  whose  names 
you  may  want.  These  are  women  who  were  close  to  her  at  the  time.  What  bothers  me  is 
that  there  are  allegations  that. . .  many  people  say  'well,  he's  doing  this  with  kids  or  had  a 
renutation  for. . .  and  they  would  have  known.  And  many  of  these  people  were  close  to 
REDACTED 

very  close  friends,  I  just  repeat  generally  what  they  would  tell  you,  that 
they  were  shocked  that. . .  they're  the  kind  of  family  that,  if  that  had  been  said,  she  would 
have. . .  just  to  go  to  the  weight  if  you  wanted  to  get  other  people,  those  names  could  be 
readily  available.  So  I  offer  them  for  what  they're  worth,  because  they  have  been 
contacted  and  I'm  sure  would  be. . . 

REDACTED 

Do  you  have  actual  statements  from  any  of  these  people? 
REDACTED 

REDACTED  _  ,  .  , 

No,  I  have  the  same  thing  that. . .  we  have  from  I  have  the  investigator  s  summary, 

in  other  words,  it's  not  statements. 

REDACTED 
But  you  do  have  written  reports? 

REDACTED 

We  have  reports  from  an  investigator.  Yes. 

REDACTED 

You  are  welcome  to  submit  that,  so  that  it  would  be  part  of  this  material,  and  if  any  of  the 
investigation  is  worth  it,  then  that  will  be  pursued. 

REDACTED 

Those,  you  will  recall,  when  I  sent  that  analysis  of  the  evidence  I  just  quoted  a  few  of 
those,  and  I  didn't  want  to  burden  and  mention  the  fact  that  they  were  available.  So  for 
the  completeness  of  the  investigation  . . .  you  might  want  those. 
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REDACTED 


Yes.  I  would  appreciate  that. 

REDACTEDwill  see  to  it  that  this  material  today  is  transcribed.  We  will  send  you. .  .should  I 
send  it  to  you  directly? 

REDACTED 

I  will  be  gone  for  a  month. 

REDACTED 

I  think  we  need  to  send  it  to  Msgr.  Loomis  directly. 

REDACTED 

Over  the  next  couple  of  weeks  you  [Msgr.  Loomis]  will  think  of  more  things  that  may 
have  to  be  added  to  his  remarks.  That's  fine.  Just  send  it  to  him.  And  then  I'll  just  ask 
him  not  to  do  anything  with  them  until  I  get  back.  I'm  sorry. 

REDACTED 

What  address  should  I  send  it  to? 
Msgr.  Loomis: 

The  parish.  I  pick  up  my  mail  on  a  regular  basis.  [Saints  Felicitas  and  Perpetua] 
Msgr.  Loomis: 

I  do  remember  one  other  thing.  WhenREDACTED  drank  Mickey  Big  Mouth,  that  was 
his  favorite.  When  I  went  to  his  home,  when  I  visited  at  his  home,  that's  what  he  would 
serve.  I  mean,  that's  one  of  those  malt  liquor  things,  and  I  don't  like  beer,  I  don't  drink 
beer  except  on  rare  occasions. 

REDACTED 

Its  things  like  that  that  will  come  back  to  mind.  They're  important. 

REDACTED 

I  thank  you  very  much  for  coming  in. 


I  have  reviewed  the  transcript,  consisting  of  18  pages,  of  the  formal  interview  conducted 
byREDACTED  on  24  September  2004: 

 I  find  it  to  be  substantially  accurate. 

 I  have  marked  on  the  attached  copy  those  corrections  that  I  think  need  to 

be  made.  With  these  corrections  taken  into  account,  I  find  the  transcript  to 
be  an  accurate  record  of  the  interview. 

If  I  have  further  comments  that  I  wish  to  make  at  this  time,  I  add  them  below. 


Msgr.  Richard  A.  Loomis 


Date 


TO:  File 

FROM:  REDACTED 

RE:     Phone  call  fromREDACTED 
DATE:     28  September  2004 

This  morningREDACTED  called,  following  up  on  a  couple  of  points  regarding  last 
Friday's  interview  with  Msgr.  Loomis. 

The  most  significant  point  was  to  provide  the  name  of  REDACTED      as  a  witness  on 
behalf  of  Msgr.  Loomis,  who  was  at  Holy  Family  Church  in  Glendale  as  a  seminarian 
during  the  period  Loomis  was  assigned  there. REDACTED  said  thatREDACTED  can  give 
information  on  who  had  kids  in  their  quarters  at  the  rectory.  That  is  as  much  as  he 
wanted  to  say.  REDACTED      private  phone  number  REDACTED 

ha  the  course  of  the  conversation,  REDACTEDalso  mentioned  a  REDACTED  w;h0  \s  a  private 
investigator  who  works  f0IREDACTED    He's  the  one  who  went  around  interviewing 
some  of  thcREDACTED  neighbors. 
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REDACTED 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


REDACTED 

Tuesday,  September  28,  2004  1 1 :31  AM 
REDACTED^ 

Investigation  follow  up 


REDACTED 

REDACTED 


redacted   redacted  nrnnPTrn 

second,  you  indicated  mat  you  will  have         or         toiiow  up  oy  trying  to  Tina  out  wno  this  KbUAU  I  bU 
was  who  was  supposedly  the  sacristan  during  Loomis'  tenure. 

On  this  point,  I  now  have  a  new  lead  for  your  investigator(s)  to  pursue:  KtUAO  tu  called  me  this  morning  to 
say  that  (accoridng  to  i_oomis)REDACTED  was  a  seminarian  at  the  Darish  at  the  time  and  can  give  information  on 
who  had  kids  in  the  rectory  living  quarters  and  the  likeREDACTEDis  nowREDACTED  of  St.  Joseph  the  Worker  parish  in 
Canoga  Park.  His  private  number  isREDACTED       I  think  this  should  be  checked  out. 

In  this  last  regard,  I  have  my  own  item  to  pass  on.  When  I  checked  the  Tidings  Directories  for  the  Holy  Family 
listings  in  1977  and  1978,  I  notice  that  REDACTED       was  in  residence.  He  turned  out  to  be  one  of  our  notorious 
offenders.  This  should  be  kept  in  mind  by  whoever  checks  out  who  was  there  and  what  was  going  on  during  Loomis' 
tenure. 

REDACTED 
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REDACTED 

From:  REDACTED 

Sent:  '  Tuesday,  September  28,  2004  1 1 :36  AM 

To-  REDACTED  ;' 

Subject:  REDACTED,etter 


REDACTED 

REDACTED 


i 
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REDACTED 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 


^REDACTED 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 


/         ,   "  ^J-a^^^^^ 


REDACTED 
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 Orialnal  Messaae  

From:REDACTED 

Sent:  Wednesday,  September  29,  2004  10:28  AM 
To,REDACTED 

Cc:  REDACTED 

Subject:  Loomis  Investigation 

REDACTED 

I  assume  you  are  actively  involved  with  the  National  Audit.  I  hope  that  all  is  going  well. 

The  Loomis  investigation  continues.  R_EDA?T.ED  located  and  spoke  t0REDACTED     This  has  led 
to  some  additional  leads  which  need  to  be  explored. 

I  have  two  questions.  First,  when  will  your  assignment  concluded?  Second,  once  it's  over,  will 
you  be  available  to  work  on  the  Loomis  investigation? 

I  would  appreciate  it  if  you  could  respond  to  these  questions  quickly.  ^^^^  is 
preparing  the  papers  to  move  the  canonical  process  to  the  next  step  and  we  would  like  to  include 
whatever  additional  information  is  developed  in  the  materials.  If  you  are  unavailable,  I'll  askREDACTED 
to  step  in,  but  it  would  be  easier  for  you  to  pick  up  the  investigation  since  you  have  been  involved 
in  it  for  most  of  the  time. 

Thanks. 
REDACTED 


9/30/2004 
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REDACTED 


From:  REDACTED 

Sent:     Wednesday,  September  29,  2004  1 1 :28  AM 

To:  REDACTED 

Cc: 

Subject:  Loomis  Investigation 
REDACTED 

I  assume  you  are  actively  involved  with  the  National  Audit.  I  hope  that  all  is  going  well. 

The  Loomis  Investigation  continuesREDACTED  located  and  spoke  toREDACTED    This  has  led  to  some 
additional  leads  which  need  to  be  explored. 

I  have  two  questions.  First,  when  will  your  assignment  concluded?  Second,  once  it's,  over,  will  you  be  available 
to  work  on  the  Loomis  investigation? 

I  would  appreciate  it  if  you  could  respond  to  these  questions  quickly.  REDACTED  js  preparing  the  papers  to 
move  the  canonical  process  to  the  next  step  and  we  wouldjjke  to  include  whatever  additional  information  is 
developed  in  the  materials.  If  you  are  unavailable,  I'll  ask^™  to  step  in,  but  it  would  be  easier  for  you  to  pick  up 
the  investigation  since  you  have  been  involved  in  it  for  most  of  the  time. 

Thanks. 

REDACTED 


9/29/2004 
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REDACTED 

REDACTED 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 

REDACTED 
REDACTED 


REDACTED 

REDACTED 


REDACTED 
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REDACTED 


From:  REDACTED 

Sent:      Wednesday,  September  29,  2004  10:44  PM 
To.  REDACTED 
REDACTED 

Cc: 

Subject:  RE:  Loomis  Investigation 
REDACTED 

REDACTED 

Thanks  for  your  prompt  response.  In  view  of  your  not  being  available  until  after  the  December  audit,  I'll  ask  to 
.  step  in  to  do  the  final  work.  He's  on  a  trip  to  the  Panama  canal  with  his  wife  and  mother-in-law  and  will  be  back 
next  week. 

REDACTED  D  ACTED 

l  hope  to  talk  with  you  when  you've  completed  your  work  for 

REDACTED 


—  Oriqinal  Message  — 

FronrREDACTED 
■^REDACTED 
Cc.  REDACTED 

Sent:  9/29/2004  3:15:09  PM 
Subject:  RE:  Loomis  Investigation 

REDACTED 


I  am  scheduled  to  do  three  more  audits,  concluding  with  the  audit  of  the  Diocese  of  Yakima,  WA 
in  December,  which  means  I  wouldn't  be  available  to  resume  the  Loomis  investigation  until  the 
conclusion  of  that  last  audit.  The  conflict  of  interest  consideration  would  prevent  me  from  doing 
both  fromREDACTED  standpoint,  and  would  probably  preclude  my  involvement  in  future  audits 
for  REDACTED    -  assuming  there  are  future  audits. 

I  would  be  inclined  to  forego  doing  the  audits  in  2005  and  resume  doing  investigations  for  the 
Review  Board  after  completing  my  final  audit  in  December  because  the  amount  of  time  and 
travel  involved  in  doing  the  audits  is  becoming  rather  laborious  and  taking  me  away  from  my  PI 
business  demands  and  commitments. 

Although  the  audit  experience  has  been  very  interesting  and  a  great  experience  for  me,  the 
newness  of  the  process  and  need  for  outside  auditors  has  worn  off  with  the  dioceses  getting  up 
to  speed  with  their  Charter-related  programs.  With  the  cost  involved  and  the  diminished  need  for 
annual  audits,  I  expect  the  audits  will  be  scaled  back  or  possibly  eliminated  in  the  next  year  or 
two. 

I  expect  the  Loomis  investigation  will  be  concluded  by  December,  whRighwpuld  make  the 
question  of  my  resuming  that  investigation  moot  or  unnecessary  with  continued 
involvement  up  to  that  point  in  time. 

Thanks  for  thinking  of  me  in  this  regard.  Please  call  or  e-mail  me  if  you  have  any  questions. 
Best  regards, 

REDACTED 


9/30/2004 
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REDACTED 

"_ REDACTED  ": " " • 

From: 

Sent:      Wednesdav.  September  29,  2004  3:16  PM 
To.  REDACTED 

Cc:  REDACTED 

Subject:  RE:  Loomis  Investigation 

REDACTED 


I  am  scheduled  to  do  three  more  audits,  concluding  with  the  audit  of  the  Diocese  of  Yakima,  WA  in 
December,  which  means  I  wouldn't  be  available  to  resume  the  Loomis  investigation  until  the  conclusion  of 
that  last  audit.  The  conflict  of  interest  consideration  would  prevent  me  from  doinq  both  fromREDACTED 
standpoint,  and  would  probably  preclude  my' involvement  in  future  audits  foiREDACTED  - 
assuming  there  are  future  audits. 

I  would  be  inclined  to  forego  doing  the  audits  in  2005  and  resume  doing  investigations  for  the  Review 
Board  after  completing  my  final  audit  in  December  because  the  amount  of  time  and  travel  involved  in 
doing  the  audits  is  becoming  rather  laborious  and  taking  me  away  from  my  PI  business  demands  and 
commitments. 

Although  the  audit  experience  has  been  very  interesting  and  a  great  experience  for  me,  the  newness  of 
the  process  and  need  for  outside  auditors  has  worn  off  with  the  dioceses  getting  up  to  speed  with  their 
Charter-related  programs.  With  the  cost  involved  and  the  diminished  need  for  annual  audits,  I  expect  the 
audits  will  be  scaled  back  or  possibly  eliminated  in  the  next  year  or  two. 

I  expect  the  Loomis  investigation  will  be  concluded  byRDecember,  which  would  make  the  question  of  my 
resuming  that  investigation  moot  or  unnecessary  with        continued  involvement  up  to  that  point  in 
time. 

Thanks  for  thinking  of  me  in  this  regard.  Please  call  or  e-mail  me  if  you  have  any  questions. 


Best  regards, 

REDACTED 


 Original  Message  

FromiREDACTED 

Sent!  Werfnwriav.  Spntemhfir  ?q.  7004  10:2&  AM 

ToiREDACTED 
Cc: 

Subject:  Loomis  Investigation 

REDACTED 


I  assume  you  are  actively  involved  with  the  National  Audit.  I  hope  that  all  is  going  well. 

The  Loomis  investigation  continues. REDACTED  located  and  spoke  to  REDACTED  jh\s  f,as  |ecj  \Q  some 
additional  leads  which  need  to  be  explored. 

I  have  two  questions.  First,  when  will  your  assignment  concluded?  Second,  once  it's  over,  will  you  be 
available  to  work  on  the  Loomis  investigation? 

REDACTED 

I  would  appreciate  it  if  you  could  respond  to  these  questions  quickly   '  is  preparing  the 

papers  to  move  the  canonical  process  to  the  next  step  and  we  would  like  to  include  whatever  additional 
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information  is  developed  in  the  materials.  If  you  are  unavailable,  I'll  ask  to  step  in,  but  it  would  be 
easier  for  you  to  pick  up  the  investigation  since  you  have  been  involved  in  it  for  most  of  the  time. 

REDACTED 


9/29/2004 
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REDACTED 


From:  REDACTED 

Sent:     Tuesday,  October  19,  2004  10:00  AM 

To:  REDACTED 

Cc: 

Subject:  RE:  Msgr.  Loomis 

REDACTED 

Yes.  i  am.  Where  -  your  place  or  mine? 

REDACTED  '  r 


FroirR  ED  ACTED 

Sent:  Tuesday.  October  19.  2004  9:49  AM 

ToREDACTED 

Cc: 

Subject:  Msgr.  Loomis 

REDACTED 

REDACTED 

Are  you  available  tomorrow  (Wed)  around  1 0  a.m.  to  meet  with  me  and  re  the  Loomis  case?  Please 

advise.  Thanks. 

REDACTED 


10/19/2004 
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REDACTED 

From:  REDACTED 

Sent:     Tuesday,  October  1 9,  2004  1 0:04  AM 
To:  REDACTED 

Cc:        'Msgr.  Craig  Cox';  Cox,  Msgr.  Craig  A.;  'REDACTED 
Subject:  RE:  Msgr.  Loomis 

REDACTED 

I  can  be  there.  As  per  my  reply  to  your  message  today,  i  will  see  you  tomorrow. 

REDACTED 


FromREDACTED 

Sent:  Monday,  October  18,  2004  3:36  PM 

TqREDACTED 

Cc:  Msgr.  Craig  Cox;  Cox,  Msgr.  Craig  A.;REDACTED 
Subject:  Msgr.  Loomis 

REDACTED 


I  would  like  to  present  the  case  of  Msgr.  Loomis  at  the  next  CMOB  meeting  on  October  27.  I  would  like  you  and 
REDACTED  to  be  present.  I  will  ask  the  Board  to  consider  whether  it  should  recommend  that  canonical  steps  be 
taken  to  remove  Msgr.  Loomis  permanently  from  ministry. 

Let's  talk  before  the  meeting,  either  later  this  week  or  the  first  of  next  week. 
REDACTED 


10/19/2004 
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MEMORANDUM 


TO:  Monsignor  Craig  Cox 

REDACTED 

FROM: 

DATE:  October  28,  2004 

RE:  Monsignor  Richard  Loomis 


REDACTED 

has  asked  me  to  give  you  this  incomplete  draft  of  his  memo  to  Cardinal  Mahony 
concerning  Msgr.  Loomis.  In  addition  to  any  other  additions,  corrections,  etc.,  he  would 
like  you  to  provide  additional  information  concerning  the  basis  for  the  recommendation 
and  suggested  language  for  the  recommendation  itself. 

REDACTED 

I  will  not  be  in  the  office  again  until  Tuesday,  but       would  like  to  finish  this  before  then 
in  view  of  his  departure  for  South  Africa  next  week.  He  will  be  in  his  office  tomorrow 
(Friday)  and  Monday  and  can  be  reached  atREDACTED    He  asked  me  to  ask  you  to 
fax  your  suggestions  to  him  atREDACTED 

I  am  enclosing  the  list  of  interviews  to  date.  The  attachments  referred  to  in  the  memo 
will  be  added  later. 


Enclosures 


TO:  Cardinal  Roger  Mahony 

REDACTED 

FROM: 

Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board 

RE:  Recommendation  of  the  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board 

Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis  (CMOB  071-01) 

DATE:  October  28,  2004 


The  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board  discussed  the  case  of  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis  at 
its  meeting  on  October  27,  2004.  The  Board  has  previously  discussed  the  case  on  January  14, 
2004,  January  28,  2004,  February  1 1,  2004,  February  25,  2004  and  April  14,  2004.  I  gave  you 
progress  reports  on  February  9,  2004,  February  11,  2004  and  April  18,  2004  and  provided  you 
with  copies  of  the  interviews  and  other  investigative  materials  generated  to  those  dates. 

Msgr.  Loomis  was  identified  as  a  possible  molester  in  a  case  filed  byR  ED  ACTED  0n 
December  17.  2004.  Msgr.  Cox  immediately  initiated  an  investigation  and  designated 
REDACTED         to  be  the  investigator  and  canonical  auditor  for  the  case.  Shortly  after  that, 
on  December  23,  2003,  you  asked  me  in  my  capacity  as  CMOB  chairman  to  head  a  special, 
totally  independent  investigation  of  the  allegations  and  report  my  findings  and  recommendations 
to  you  and  the  CMOB.  You  also  askedRED ACTED  to  open  the  proper  canonical 

investigation  so  that  Msgr.  Loomis'  canonical  rights  would  be  fully  protected  throughout  the 
investigation. 

I  accepted  your  appointment  and  with  the  help  of  REDACTE D  identified  and  retained  REDACTED 
redacted  a  former  pgj  agent,  as  the  investigator.-  Redacted  app0jnted  him  as  a  canonical  auditor 
and  he  continued  the  investigation  whichREDACTED  had  begunREDACTED    left  in  early  July  to 
participate  in  the  second  national  audit  as  part  oiREDACTED     and  I  askedREDACTED  to  pick 

RFnAOTFf) 

up  the  investigation.  interviewed  several  other  people,  includingRE  D ACTE  D  and 

REDACTED  Also,REDACTED  ,  interviewed  redacted 

REDACTED  and  others. 

I've  enclosed  a  complete  list  of  all  interviews  conducted  to  date  and  copies  of  the  interviews 
from  July  6, 2004  to  date.  You  already  have  copies  of  the  earlier  interviews  through  March  30, 
2004.  As  you  can  see,  a  great  deal  of  material  has  been  developed  in  the  course  of  this 
investigation.  Four  victims  have  been  identified,  to  witREDACTED 
REDACTED  andREDACTED    .  I  will  briefly  summarize  the  claims  of  alleged  abusive 

behavior  with  respect  to  each  victim. 
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REDACTED 

In  his  complaintREDACTED  alleged,  that  he  had  been  molested  by  Father  Richard  Loomis, 
then  known  as  Brother  Becket,  and  REDACTED  from  approximately  1968  through 

approximately  1970  while  a  student  at  a  high  school  later  identified  as  Pater  Noster. 

I  wrote  tcREDACTED  attorney,  on  January  2,  2004  and  again  on  January 

1 6  requesting  more  information  and  a  personal  interview.  I  received  no  response  to  my  letters 

and  have  received  no  response  frornREDACTED     to  this  day.  Several  requests  to  interview 
REDACTED  were  alg0  made  by  REDACT  tu    ^  nQ  succegs 

REDACTED  ^g^^jg  questionnaire,  dated  December  11,  2003,  was  eventually  filed  in  the 
superior  court  proceeding  and  obtained  by  the  Archdiocese  in  May  or  June,  2004.  In  his 
questionnaireREDACn"ED  states,  under  penalty  of  perjury,  that  he  was  born  0nREDACTED  1956, 
was  sexually  abused  by  Brother  Becket  approximately  4-6  times  and  that  "Becket  put  his  mouth 
on  my  mouth,  put  his  hand  on  my  penis,  had  an  erection,  touched  my  genitals,  told  me  he  loved 
me.  This  occurred  over  a  \V%  to  2  year  period  while  attending  Poter  [sic]  Noster  High  School." 

REDACTED  wag  successn;ii  m  arrangine  an  interview  witr.REDACTED  This  took  place  on  October 
18, 2004  irREDACTED     offices.  REDACTED  was  also  present. 

In  substanceREDACTED  stated  that  he  was  a  freshman  at  Pater  Noster  in  1969  when  he  met 
Brother  Becket.  Becket  was  his  English  teacher  and  dean  of  discipline.  He  was  disciplined  by 
Becket  on  one  occasion.  Becket  allowedREDACTEDand  another  student  to  smoke  in  his 
classroom,  which  was  against  the  rules.  Redacted  was  a  p00r  student  but  received  good  grades 
from  Becket.  On  the  occasion  in  question  stated  that  there  was  only  one  incident,  not 

the  4-6  he  alleged  in  his  questionnaire),  he  was  in  Becket's  classroom  and  they  walked  out  the 
door  into  the  hall.  They  were  alone.  Becket  stopped,  turned  towards  him  and  said,  "Do  you 
know  what  you  do  to  me?"  He  then  pUtREDACTED  hand  on  the  outside  of  his  (Becket's)  habit  on 
top  of  his  penis,  whichREDACTEDcould  feel  was  erect.  He  then  kissed  REDACTED  0n  the  mouth  and 
told  him  that  he  loved  him.  KCUM^TED  was  shocked  and  embarrassed  and  walked  away  from 
Becket. 

For  the  remainder  of  his  freshman  year  and  for  a  portion  of  his  sophomore  year  at  while  he  was 
still  at  Pater  Noster  before  transferring  to  John  Marshall  High  School,  he  did  what  he  could  to 
avoid  Becket,  including  cutting  classes  and  ditching  school.  • 

REDACTED         .  .REDACTED         A.  .  .  ,    .  ,  ,  REDACTED   ,   .  «    , ,  ,  .    ,  ■  T 

married  .  At  some  point,  he  told .        what  had  happened  to  hrm.  In 

1993~REDACTEDand  his  wife  became  friends  withREDACTED   a  St.  John's  seminarian  who 

was  assigned  to  their  parish  (St.  Elizabeth  in  Van  Nuys).  They  were  invited  to  his  ordination  in 
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1994  and  were  surprise  to  see  Loomis  participating  in  the  ceremony.  After  the  ordination REDACTED 
told  that  Loomis  had  sexually  molested  her  husband  while  he  was  attending  Pater 

Noster.  REDACTED  then  toldREDACTED  that  he  had  been  molested  by  Loomis. 

REDACTED   was  interviewed  b)REDACTED   on  February  13, 2004  and  by*  ED  ACT  ED 

REDACTED ^  Augugt  ^  2QQ4  ^  confirmed  ^  REDACTED  ^  ^  ^  J ^  ^  ^  ^ 

molested  by  LoomisREDACTED  was  also  interviewed  by  REDACTED  on  October  20, 2004. 
redacted  has  not  been  ^^6^  ^REDACTED   ^  yet 

REDACTED 

REDACTED         was  interviewed  byREDACTED   by  telephone,  on  February  6  and  9, 2004  and 
byREDACTED  .  Qn  September  7>  2004. RtuAC  1  tu  stated  that  he  lived  with  his  family  in  the 
Pacific  Palisades  and  attended  Corpus  Christi  Church  and  that  Richard  Loomis' s  family  also 
lived  in  the  Palisades.  During  the  summer  of  1974,  when  he  was  in  the  fourth  grade,  Loomis 
was  assigned  to  Corpus  Christi  and  invited  him  to  go  swimming  on  three  or  four  occasions  at  his 
(Loomis's)  parents'  home.  He  understood  that  other  boys  had  also  been  invited  but  they  did  not 
come  and  he  and  Loomis  were  always  alone.  On  each  occasion  Loomis  briefly  fondled  his 
genitals  while  he  was  changing  into  his  swimming  trunks  and  again  when  he  was  changing  back 
into  his  clothes. 

Not  long  after  that  he  stopped  going  to  the  Loomis  home  to  go  swimming  and  told  his  mother 
what  had  happened.  He  recalled  that  his  mother  informed  his  father  and  he  believes  that  they 
reported  the  matter  to  the  pastor  or  associate  pastor  at  Corpus  Christi. 

^REDACTED  casg  came  to  light  whenREDACTED        }f  §t.  Lawrence  Martyr  Catholic 
Church  in  Redondo  Beach  informed  Msgr.  Cox  of  the  incident  in  January,  2004.  REDACTED 
interviewedREDACTED  on  February  3,  2004  REDACTED  advised  him  that  he  met  Loomis  in  the 
summer  of  1974  when  he  |REDACTED  Was  the  associate  pastor  at  Corpus  Christi  and  Loomis  was  a 
seminarian  assigned  to  perform  various  duties  at  the  parish  during  his  summer  break  from  St. 
John  Seminary.  He  confirms  thalREDACTED  parents  met  with  him  during  the  summer  of  1974  to 
complain  about  Loomis  hanging  around  kids  all  the  time  and  told  him  that  Loomis  had  fondled 

REDACTED 

or  groped  their  son  in  the  swimming  pool.  did  not  confront  Loomis  or  report  the  incident 

at  the  time,  but  made  sure  he  was  not  around  children  and  never  returned  to  the  parish  or  school 
as  a  seminarian  after  that. 

REDACTED  ^^REDACTED  REDACTED        on  March  30,  2004.  She  stated  that 

she  had  a  vague  recollection  of  the  incident  and  confirmed  that  her  son  told  her  about  it  and  that 
she  informed  her  husband.  She  doesn't  recall  reporting  it  to  the  pastor  or  associate  at  Corpus 
Christi. 
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REDACTED 

REDACTED  .  .    .  redacted  ^a  redacted 

redacted         '  g     '  was  mterviewed  DY  0X1  January  13,  2004  and  by  „. 

on  August  6, 2004.  He  stated  that  he  met  Loomis  during  the  summer  of  1974  when 
Loomis  was  teaching  a  bible  class  at  Corpus  Christi  Church.  Loomis  invited  him  to  accompany 
him  to  a  youth  swim  outing  at  a  pool  in  a  public  park  somewhere  outside  Pacific  Palisades.  He 
met  Loomis  and  they  drove  together  in  Loomis's  car  to  the  park  where  approximately  20  Latino 
boys  and  girls  around  the  ages  of  12  to  13  were  getting  off  a  bus  at  the  pool.  While  he  and 
Loomis  were  watching  them  swim  in  the  pool,  Loomis  said  something  like,  "Look  at  them. 
They  don't  know  what  they've  got  between  their  legs."  Loomis  may  have  added,  "They  don't 
even  know  they  have  an  erection  or  a  hard-on."  Thev  had  lunch  with  the  bovs  and  girls  and  left 
the  park  after  about  two  hours.R  ED  ACTED 
REDACTED 


REDACTED  was  interviewed  byREDA0 1  tD  on  January  7,  2004.  She  stated  that  she  took  a 
report  from  an  adult  maleREDACTED  in  June  2002,  reduced  it  to  writing  and  gave  it  to  Msgr.  Cox 
and  REDACTED       ,  she  also  spoke  to  Msgr.  Cox  who  told  her  he  would  discuss  it  with 
Msgr.  Loomis.  Msgr.  Cox  later  toldREDACTED    that  he  had  spoken  to  Msgr.  Loomis  and  that 
he  had  denied  that  the  incident  had  ever  happened  and  told  him  that  he  had  never  taken  altar  boys 
to  a  public  swimming  pool.  Redacted    aiso  Sp0ke  t<REDACTED   who  told  her  she  viewed  the 
incident  as  a  "non-issue.'  REuA^ 1  tu     spoke  directly  to  Msgr.  Loomis  about  it.  He  told  her  he 
had  no  memory  of  anything  like  that  ever  happening  and  that  while  he  had  taken  some  altar  boys 
to  swim  at  his  parents'  home  pool  on  one  occasion  he  never  went  swimming  at  a  public  pool. 
redacted     fe^  awkwarcj  about  speaking  to  Msgr.  Loomis  about  the  incident  but  she  said  he  did 
not  appear  at  all  upset  or  concerned  about  her  doing  so. 

REDACTED 
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REDACTED 


Msgr.  Loomis's  response 


Msgr.  Loomis  was  interviewed  by  REDACTED  ^  Msgr.  Cox  on  February  12, 2004  and  D1REDACTEC 
redacted  on  September  24,  2004.  He  has  retained  attornevRED ACTED      t0  represent  him  in  the 
civil  proceedings  and  canon  lawyer  RE DACTE D  who  is  also  a  member  of 

the  State  Bar  of  California,  as  his  canonical  attorney.  1  ^  was  present  at  the  February  12th 

interview  and  REDACTED  was  present  0n  September  24th.  In  substance,  Msgr.  Loomis  denies  the 
charges. 

Board  discussions 


I  have  not  attempted  to  detail  all  of  the  information  contained  in  the  interviews  and  other 
materials  and  did  not  do  so  during  the  meeting.  The  information  does  not  establish  a  basis  for 
initiating  canonical  proceedings  but  corroborates  the  allegations  that  Msgr.  Loomis  had  an 
inordinate  interest  in  young  boys  and  that  he  was  involved  in  inappropriate  sexual  conversations 
and  other  behavior  with  them,  such  as  drinking  and  smoking. 

The  members  of  the  Board  discussed  the  case  at  length.  REDACTED  m&  y[Sgr, 

Cox  were  present  during  and  participated  in  the  discussions  RED  AC  1 1 U  •  m&  Msgr.  Cox 
pointed  out  several  canonical  impediments  to  recommending  that  canonical  steps  should  be  taken 
to  remove  Msgr.  Loomis  permanently  from  ministry.  The  essence  of  their  concerns  appears  to 
be  that  this  is  not  a  Zero  Tolerance  case  because  Mser.  Loomis  was  not  a  cleric  but  rather  a 
Brother  of  St.  Patrick  when  the  events  involving^EDACTED  tnnV  r,iace  and  was  not  a  cleric 
but  rather  a  seminarian  when  the  events  involving  r^CL'M^  1  CD       aT)f1  REDACTED  t0ok 
placeREDACTED 

REDACTED 
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[Insert  further  discussion  re  Board  deliberations  and  canonical  concerns,  if  necessary.] 
[Insert  recommendation] 

cc.  REDACTED 

Msgr.  Craig  A.  Cox 
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From:  REDACTED 

Sent:  Fridav.  October  29.  2004  3:01  PM 

To.  REDACTED 

Cc:  Cox,  Msgr.  Craig  A. 

Subject:  Draft  memo  to  Cardinal 

REDACTED 


Very  good  summary!  I  notice  =  ™>  >"ie  of  correg«""« +"  he  made: 

(1)  In  the  last  paragraph  of  page  3,  r  interviev\KfcUAO ' bU      should  be  interviewed. 

(2)  Page  5,  2nd  paragraph:  you  don't  mention  that  I  interviewed  REDACTED  as  well  (on  9/8/04). 

With  regard  to  available  canonical  remedies,  perhaps  the  following  thoughts  will  help: 

The  incident  withREDACTEDcan  be  regarded  as  an  abuse  of  office  or  power  as  it  occurred  in  a  counseling  setting. 
However,  prescription  (statutes  of  limitation)  has  long  expired,  and  the  CDF  has  not  been  authorized  to  grant  an  exception 
in  this  kind  of  offense.  Nevertheless,  the  incident  involves  an  external  offense  against  the  6th  commandment  of  the  same 
nature  as  reported  in  the  other  three  allegations  and  for  which  the  CDF  is  competent  in  the  case  of  clerics.  Even  though 
all  four  complaints  fall  outside  of  the  offenses  strictly  demarcated  in  the  Essential  Norms,  it  is  certainly  within  the  spirit  of 
the  Dallas  Charter  that  a  person  found  guilty  of  the  alleged  actions  is  unsuitable  for  ministry  as  a  cleric.  The  Board 
recommends  that  the  CDF  be  petitioned  to  authorize  an  ecclesiastical  trial  to  establish  the  juridical  facts  of  the  case,  with  a 
view  to  removing  the  accused  permanently  from  ministry  should  the  allegations  be  verified. 

(The  reason  a  trial  is  needed  is  because  the  accused  denies  all  allegations  of  misconduct  and  there  are  enough 
inconsistencies  in  the  testimony  to  raise  questions  of  accuracy  and  credibility.) 

(A  technical  consideration  for  the  abuse  of  office  or  power  angle:  While  this  is  a  crime  in  the  1 983  Code  of  Canon 
Law  (canon  1389.1),  there  is  no  specific  provision  for  it  in  the  1917  Code  which  was  operative  at  the  time  of  the  offense. 
Nevertheless,  the  principle  can  be  found  in  the  praxis  of  the  Roman  curia,  and  so  an  argument  can  be  made  that  a 
punishable  offense  occurred.  CMOB  need  not  concern  itself  with  such  minutiae.) 
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REDACTED 


From:     Cox,  Msgr.  Craig  A. 

Sent:      Mondav.  November  01 ,  2004  9:03  AM 
To.  REDACTED 

Subject:  RE:  Draft  memo  to  Cardinal 
REDACTED 

I  have  been  able  to  review  the  draft  memorandum,  which  is  very  well  done.  I  am  sorry  I  could  not  get  back  to  you 
until  now. 

I  do  have  several  suggestions  to  offer  to  the  text: 
REDACTED 


Page  2,  paragraph  2:  The  end  of  this  paragraph  ends  with  the  phrase:  "with  no  success."  But  on  October  1 8  we 
finally  got  that  interview,  so  I  suggest  changing  the  wording:  "with  no  success  until  an  interview  was  finally 
arranged  on  October  18." 

Page  3,  second  paragraph  from  the  bottom,  line  five:  Seminarians  were  not  "assigned"  in  those  days.  Most  often, 
seminarians'  pastors  hired  them  to  help  out.  I  would  drop  the  word  assigned  (which  makes  it  sound  like  either  the 
seminary  or  the  Archbishop  was  involved)  and  reword  the  sentence  simply  as:  "was  a  seminarian  performing 
various  duties ..." 

Page  4,  last  paragraph  undeiREDACTED  I  would  suggest  adding  to  the  end  that  this  matter  was  reported  to  and 
discussed  by  SAAB  on  June  19,  2002,  and  based  on  the  information  at  that  time  no  actions  were  recommended. 

Page  5:  The  paragraph  on  the  response  of  Monsignor  Loomis.  I  was  not  at  the  second  interview,  but  I  believe  in 
fairness  to  him  this  paragraph  needs  to  be  expanded.  I  know  he  offered  to  testify  under  oath.  I  believe  he  raised 
defenses  other  than  simply  denying  the  charges.  Something  of  this  should  be  included. 

Page  5,  last  paragraph:  In  line  three,  it  is  not  that  there  are  impediments  to  "canonical. steps"  but  that  one  specific 
avenue  Oof  canonical  steps  is  impeded.  I  would  reword  this  sentence: ". . ..  impediments  to  recommending  that  a 
formal  canonical  penal  process  be  initiated  to  remove  . . ." 

Page  5,  last  paragraph:  The  sentence  beginning:  "The  essence  ..."  I  would  avoid  the  use  of  the  words  "zero 
tolerance."  I  suggest  rewording  this  sentence:  "The  essence  of  their  concerns  is  that  these  incidents  do  not  meet 
the  criteria  of  the  ecclesiastical  crime  defined  by  canon  1395  because  Monsignbor  Loomis  ..." 

Page  5,  last  paragraph,  second  to  last  line:  The  use  of  the  word  "involved"  makes  it  sound  like  something 
ongoing.  I'd  refer  to  the  "incident  witrREDACTED 

REDACTED 

I  concur  with  input. 

REDACTED 


From:REDACTED 

Sent:  Sunday,  October  31,  2004  12:38  PM 
To: REDACTED 

Cc:  Cox,  Msgr.  Craig  A. 

Subject:  RE:  Draft  memo  toREDACTED 
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Thank  you  for  your  prompt  response.  I'll  check  with  Craig  on  Monday  and  then  put  the  memo  into  final  form  for 
the  Cardinal.  I  don't  want  to  get  too  specific  re  technical  matters  r  just  touch  upon  them  -  and  will  leave  those  to 
you  and  the  other  experts  who  will  be  advising  the  Cardinal. 

REDACTED 


 Original  Message  — 

From:  REDACTED 

To: REDACTED 

Cc:  Cox,  Msqr.  Craig  A. 

Sent:  10/29/2004  2:01:23  PM 

Subject:  Draft  memo  to  Cardinal 

REDACTED 

Very  good  summary!  I  notice  a  couple  of  corrections  to  be  made: 

(1)  In  the  last  paragraph  of  page  3,  'Redacted  interviewREDACTED      should  be  interviewed. 

(2)  Page  5,  2nd  paragraph:  you  don't  mention  that  I  interviewedREDACTED  as  well  (on  9/8/04). 

With  regard  to  available  canonical  remedies,  perhaps  the  following  thoughts  will  help: 

The  incident  withREBACTlfean  be  regarded  as  an  abuse  of  office  or  power  as  it  occurred  in  a 
counseling  setting.  However,  prescription  (statutes  of  limitation)  has  long  expired,  and  the  CDF  has  not 
been  authorized  to  grant  an  exception  in  this  kind  of  offense.  Nevertheless,  the  incident  involves  an 
external  offense  against  the  6th  commandment  of  the  same  nature  as  reported  in  the  other  three 
allegations  and  for  which  the  CDF  is  competent  in  the  case  of  clerics.  Even  though  all  four  complaints 
fall  outside  of  the  offenses  strictly  demarcated  in  the  Essential  Norms,  it  is  certainly  within  the  spirit  of  the 
Dallas  Charter  that  a  person  found  guilty  of  the  alleged  actions  is  unsuitable  for  ministry  as  a  cleric.  The 
Board  recommends  that  the  CDF  be  petitioned  to  authorize  an  ecclesiastical  trial  to  establish  the  juridical 
facts  of  the  case,  with  a  view  to  removing  the  accused  permanently  from  ministry  should  the  allegations 
be  verified. 

(The  reason  a  trial  is  needed  is  because  the  accused  denies  all  allegations  of  misconduct  and  there 
are  enough  inconsistencies  in  the  testimony  to  raise  questions  of  accuracy  and  credibility.) 

(A  technical  consideration  for  the  abuse  of  office  or  power  angle:  While  this  is  a  crime  in  the  1983 
Code  of  Canon  Law  (canon  1389.1),  there  is  no  specific  provision  for  it  in  the  1917  Code  which  was 
operative  at  the  time  of  the  offense.  Nevertheless,  the  principle  can  be  found  in  the  praxis  of  the  Roman 
curia,  and  so  an  argument  can  be  made  that  a  punishable  offense  occurred.  CMOB  need  not  concern 
itself  with  such  minutiae.) 
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Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 


Office  of 
Vicar  for  Clergy 
(213)  637-7Z84 


3424 

Wilshlre 
Boulevard 


Los  Angeles 

California 

90010-2202 


November  9,  2004 


Archbishop  Gabriel  Mpntalvo,  J.C.D. 
Apostolic  Nunciature 
3339.  Massachusetts  Avenue,  N.W. 
Washington,  DC  20008 

RE:     Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 


Your  Excellency: 


Enclosed,  please  find  a  letter  from  Cardinal  Roger  M.  Mahony  to  Cardinal  Joseph  Ratzinger : 
the  Congregation  of  the  Doctrine  of  the  Faith,  regarding  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis. 

Monsignor  Loomis  ahegedly  engaged  in  violations  of  the  Sixth  Commandment  with  minors. 
Cardinal  Mahony  is  seeking  the  assistance  of  the  Congregation  for  the  Doctrine  of  the  Faith  x 


Would  you  please  be  so  kind  as  to  forward  this  to  the  Congregation  on  our  behalf? 

Also  enclosed  is  a  check  made  out  to  the  Congregation  of  the  Doctrine  of  the  Faith  to  cover  i 
usual  taxa  in  such  matters. 

Thank  you  very  much  for  your  kind  attention  to  this  matter.  May  God  continue  to  bless  you! 
Yours  in  Christ, 


this  matter. 


/  Vicar  for  Clergy 


enclosures 


Pastoral  Regions:     Our  Lady  of  the  Angels     San  Fernando     San  Gabriel     San  Pedro  Santa 


3339  MASSACHUSETTS  AVENUE,  N.W. 
WASHINGTON,  D.C.  2QOOS-3687 


Apostolic  Nunciature 
United  States  of  America 

25.68  3,  November  10,  2004 

No  

This  No.  Should  Be  Prefixed  to  the  Answer 


Dear  Monsignor  Cox: 

I  acknowledge  your  letter  of  November  9,  2004,  with 

enclosure. 


Rest     assured     that     the'    documentation  '  regarding 
Monsignor  Richard  A.   Loomis  and  check   in  amount   $500.00  to 
cover  the  taxa  for  the  case  .will  be  duly  forwarded  through  the 
"diplomatic  pouch  to  His  Eminence  Joseph  Cardinal  Ratzinger, 
Prefect,  Congregation  for  the  Doctrine  of  the  Faith. 


With  cordial  regards   and  prayerful   best  wishes,  I 

remain, 

Sincerely  yours  in  Christ, 

Archbishop  Gabriel  Montalvo 
Apostolic  Nuncio 


Monsignor  Craig  A.  Cox,  J. CD. 

Vicar  for  Clergy 

Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 

3424  Wilshire  Boulevard 

Los  Angeles,  California  90010-2202 


NOV  1  5  2004 


REDACTED 


November  30, 2004 

REDACTED 


Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 
3424  Wilshire  Boulevard 
Los  Angeles,  California  90010 


Re:  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 


Your  Eminence: 


OBJECTIONS  TO  ANY  CANONICAL  ACTION  BEING  TAKEN 
AGAINST  MONSIGNOR  LOOMIS  PURSUANT  TO  CANON  1717 
OF  THE  CODE  OF  CANON  LAW,  SACRAMENTORUM  SANCTITATIS 
TUTELA  OR  THE  ESSENTIAL  NORMS  FOR  DIOCESAN/EPARCH 1AL 
POLICIES  DEALING  WITH  ALLEGATIONS  OF  SEXUAL  ABUSE  OF 
MINORS  BY  PRIESTS  OR  DEACONS. 


"Ecclesiastical  laws  are  to  be  understood  in  accord  with  the  proper  meaning 
of  the  words  considered  in  their  text  and  context"  ("secundum  propriam  verborum 
signification  in  textu  et  contextu  consideratam")  Canon  17. 

"  Laws  which  establish  apenalty  or  restrict  the  free  exercise  of  rights. .  .are 
subject  to  a  strict  interpretation".  Canon  18. 


1.  JheREDACTED  allegations  of  sexual  abuse  of  a  minor  are  not  allegations 

of  a  delict  ("delicto^  as  defined  in  Canon  1395f21 

Canon  1395(2)  reads:  "If  a  cleric  has  committed  an  offense  against  the  sixth 
commandment ...  wimarninor...  theclericis  to  be  punished  with  just  penalties...  if  the 
case  warrants  it". 

Monsignor  Loomis  was  not  a  cleric  at  the  rime  the  events  of  the  REDACTED 
allegation  are  said  to  have  occurred.  He  was  a  Brother  of  St  Patrick,  a  Lay  Community 
of  Pontifical  Right. 

Monsignor  Loomis  was  not  a  cleric  at  the  time  the  events  of  theR  ED  ACTED 
allegation  are  said  to  have  occurred.  He  was  a  seminarian  studying  for  the  Archdiocese 
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Objection  to  Any  Canonical  Action, 
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of  Los  Angeles. 

He  cannot,  therefore  be  guilty  of  a  1395  (2)  canonical  delict 

2-    The.REDACTED  allegations  do  not  give  the  Ordinary  information  nf  a 

delict  ("de  delicto")  having  been  committed  and  therefore  do  not  come  under  the. 
provisions  of  Canons  1717  and  1718. 

Canon  1717  requires  an  Ordinary  to  initiate  an  investigation  only  when  he  has 
information  that  a  "delict"  has  been  committed.  "Quoties  Ordinarium  notitiam. .  habet 
de  delicto..." 


In  this  case  the  Ordinary  has  not  only  no  information  that  a  "delict"  has  been 
committed  but  has  irrefutable  proof  showing  that  the  allegations,  even  were  they  true, 
would  not  and  do  not  constitute  a  delict.  Therefore,  any  decree  initiating  an  investigation 
of  these  allegations  citing  the  authority  of  Canon  1717  would  be  invalid  as  a  matter  of 
law. 


3.   Neither  the  allegations  are  allegations  of  a  delict 

reserved  to  the  Congregation  for  tile  Doctrine  of  the  Faith 

"Reservatio  Congregationi  pro  Doctrina  Fidei  extenditur  quoque  ad  delictum 
contra  sextum  Decalogi  praeceptum  cum  minors  infra  aetatem  duodeviginti  annorum 
aclericocomrmssimi".  Sacramentorum  Sanctitatis  Tutela,  Pars  Prima,  Art.  4,  para.  1. 

The  two  allegations  in  this  case  are  noit  alleged  to  have  been  committed  by  a 

cleric. 


4-   There  is  no  provision  in  law  authorizing  a  judicial  process  for  "non^delicts'  such  as 
are  alleged  in  this  case. 

Only  grave  delicts  reserved  to  the  Congregations  for  the  Doctrine  of  the  Faith 
must  be  tried  in  a  judicial  process.  "Delicta  graviora  Congregationi  pro  Doctrina  Fidei 
reservata,  nonnisi  inprocessujudicialipresequeada  sunf '. Sacramentorum  Sanctiatis 
Tutela,  Pars  Altera,  Titulus  L  Art  17. 

The  subject  matters  of  this  case  are  not  "grave  delicts  reserved  to  the 
Congregation  for  the  Doctrine  of  the  Faith.  They  are  not  canonical  crimes  which  can  be 
tried  in  a  formal  canonical  trial  (a  "judicial  process").  Alleged  'Violations  of  the  sixth 
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commandment"  without  more,  are  not  "delicts",  canonical  crimes,  subject  to  penal 
canonical  procedures  and  canonical  penal  sanctions. 


5-  Monsienor  Loomis'  case  does  not  fall  under  the  Provision  of  the  Essential  Norms 
For  Diocesan/Evarchial  Policies  Dealing  with  Allegations  of  Sexual  Abuse  of 
Minors  bv  Priests  and  Deacons. 

The  truth  of  this  proposition  is  evident  from  the  very  title  of  the  Essential 
Norms.  These  Norms  deal  with  "  allegations  of  sexual  abuse  of  minors  bv  priests  or 
deacons".  Monsignor  Loomis  was  neither  a  priest  nor  a  deacon  at  the  time  the  alleged 
sexual  abuses  of  minors  was  said  to  have  been  committed. 

Norm  6  specifically  states  "When  an  allegation  of  sexual  abuse  of  a  minor  by  a 
priest  or  deacon  jig  graved  a  preliminary  investigation  in  harmony  with  Canon  Law  will 
be  initiated. . .".  allegation  against  Loomis  is  not  an  allegation  of  the  sexual 

abuse  of  a  minor  perpetrated  by  either  a  priest  or  a  deacon. .  Similarly,  Redacted 
allegation  against  Loomis  is  not  an  allegation  of  the  sexual  abuse  of  a  'minor  perpetrated 
by  either  a  priest  or  a  deacon- 
There  was  thus  no  authority ,  under  Norm  6  of  the  Essential  Norms  to 
commence  an  investigation  into  these  allegations  of  thirty  year  old  non-delicts,  non- 
canonical  crimes. 

6-  Because  this  case  does  not  deal  with  a  canonical  crime  or  delict  anv  request  for  a 
dispensation  from  canonical  prescription  is  moot 

On  November  7, 2002 ,  The  Holy  Father  granted  the  Congregation  for  the 
doctrine  of  the  Faith  the  faculty  to  derogate  from  the  prescription  treated  in  Article  5, 
Part  One  of  Sacramentorum  Sanctitatis  Tufela. 

Article  5  reads  "Actio  criminalis  de  delictus  Cm^grati™,;  pro  Doctrina  Fidei 
reservatis  prescriptione  extinguitur  decennio". 

Prescription  is  a  non-issue  in  this  case  because  the  allegations  are  not 
accusations  of  reserved  delicts  or  canonical  crimes.  Even  if  there  were  some  other 
canonical  prescription  for  these  non-delicts,  the  Congregation  would  not  have  the  power 
to  derogate  from  that  prescription.  It  has  only  the  power  to  derogate  from  prescription 
attaching  to  canonical  "criminal  acts  of  delicts  reserved  to  itself 


XII  000303 


REDACTED 

Objection  to  Any  Canonical  Action 
Nov.  30, 2004,  page  four. 


Conclusion 

Monsignor  Loomis  has  not  been  charged  with  a  canonical  crime,  a  grave  delict 
therefore,  there  is  not  and  there  never  has  been,  any  legal  basis  for  initiating  any 
canonical  penal  procedure,  judicial  or  administrative,  against  him,  including  the 
SSSSSJ*       mves%*ion  of  Canon  1717,  the  first  Canon  in  Part  IV  PENAL 
PROCEDURE  of  Ihe  Code  of  Canon  Law.  There  is  no  justification  in  the  Code  of  Canon 
law,  nor  mSacramentorum  Sanctitatis  Tutela  nor  in  the  Essential  Norms  for  subjecting 
Monsignor  Loonus  to  the  penal  canonical  process  which  has  been  initiated  against  him 
Justice  and  Monsignor  Loomis'  canonical  rights  dictate  that  the  penal  process  initiated 
against  him  contrary  to  the  provisions  of  canon  law  should  be  immediately  set  aside  and 
all  damage  done  to  him  thereby  be  repaired  to  the  extent  that  it  can. 


Respectfully  submitted, 
REDACTED 


cc:  His  Eminence  Roger  Cardinal  Mahony 
REDACTED 

Monsignor  Craig  A.  Cox,  LCD. 
Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 
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Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 
3424  Wilshire  Boulevard 
Los  Angeles,  California  90010 

Re:  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 


Dear  REDACTED 

In  yonr  interview  withREDACTED  tetoldyouthat  he  "  became  an  altar  boy  in 
the  second  grade  and  suosequenuy  came  to  know  Loomis".  (Interview  with  Monsignor 
Loomis,  Sept24, 2004) 

It  has  already  been  pointed  out  tha1REDACTED  >orn  in  1964)  would  have  been  7-8  years 
old  in  the  second  grade  and  he  would  have  been  in  the  second  grade  in  1971.  He  could 
not  have  met  Loomis  at  that  time  because  Loomis  was  still  a  Brother  at  mat  time  and 
remained  a  Brother  until  June  of  1972.  During  the  summer  of  1972  Loomis  did  not  work 
at  the  parish  but  tutored  daily  far  from  the  parish  until  he  went  to  the  seminary  in 
September  of  1972.  Loomis  never  trained  or  scheduled  altar  boys  at  any  time  at  Corpus 
Christi.  Furthermore  Loomis  was  not  a  priest,  was  not  ordained  till  1976,  so  obviously 
redacted  could  never  have  served  inass  for  him. 

REDACTED   ^  ^  yQu  ^  ^  ^  ^  ^  ^  ^redacted  mQIe 

attention  than  omer  kids".  The  "kids  at  school"  could  not  nave  even  known  Loomis  who 
was  in  the  Brotherhood  until  June  of  1 972  and  thereafter  was  away  at  school  in  the 
seniinary  when  the  "kinds"  themselves  were  in  school.  Loomis  never  worked  with  me 
kids  at  the  school.  It  could  not  have  been  Loomis  who  paid  more  attention  tcREDACTED 
than  to  other  kids  "at  school. 

REDACTED  REDACTED 

says '  pnests  in  the  parish  frequently  were  guests  in  the  home. 
Loomis  was  not  a  priest,  nor  did  he  ever  go  to  theREDACTED  tome  at  any  time. 

All  of  this  prompted  me  to  ask  Monsi™™-  T  /mmio  who  the  assistant  priest  was  at 
Corpus  Christi  in  1971-  73.  before  REDACTED  Monsignor  informed  me  that 

itwasREDACTED  It  can  be  inferred  that  Redacted  wouid  have  trained  and 
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k  hqwbredacted  and  trained  him  as  an  altar  boy,  that  he  would  have  been  known  by  the 
"kids  at  scnooi  ,  and  that  he  would  have  been,  one  of  the  priests  who  were  "frequently 
giiests  in  theREDACTED      Although  I  know  no  details  and  make  no  accusations,  I 
arniru%rrnedthatKt=UA(- 1  w  had  a  history  of  questionable  behavior  with  young  men. 


T  .  REDACTED 

m  commenting  on  the        _and  other  allegations  you  stated  that  the  relevance  of  these 
allegations  to  meREDACTED  is  ^  ^uld  ^  ^ 

ciedence"  to  theREDACTED       allegations.  None  of  these  "other  allegations", 
h<  >wever,  has  been  "proven"  to  be  true  and,  from  the  §11  the  information  given  you  about 
th  em,  it  seems  certain  to  me  that  all  contain  serious  credibility  questions  and  that  none  of 
them  can  ever  be  moved  in  a  formal  trial.  They  would  not  be  allowed  to  be  introduced  as 

REDACTED™  ^         md  would  «<*  P*™  meREDACTED  or  the 

allegations  in  a  canonical  trial,  even  if  wrongfully  introduced  as  "evidence". 

F W  essentially  different  allegations,  involving  different  situations  and  persons  of 
different  ages,  at  different  times  and  each  with  substantial  contradictory,  refutable 
evidence  and  questionable  identification  of  the  alleged  abuser,  do  not  prove  the  truth  of 
any  one  of  them.  Allegations  are  just  that,  allegations  are  not  facts  until  each  is  proven. 

Because  none  of  the  other  "material'*  ("types  of  behavior")  has  been  proven  to  be  true 
they  cannot  give  "some  credence  to  the  two  allegations  of  sexual  a  abuse  of  a  rumor" 
brought  against  Monsignor  Loomis  byREDACTEDanREDACTED 

Finally,  you  stated  (page  8  of  the  Interview)  that*™160  mterviewedREDACTED  at 
the  end  of  March  and  that  she  confirmed  that  REDACTEDtold  her  about  the  fondling  -  that 
she  was  pretty  vague  in  terms  of  detail"  and  you  were  not  sure  "she  remembers  how  or 
whether  a  report  had  been  made  to  anyone  at  the  parish". 

You  will  noteinttoREDACTED  investigative  report  whichl  sent  to  you,  that REDACTED 
went  t(RED ACTED  ^     home  on  March  12  in  an  attempt  to  interview  her.  She  was 
not  home  and~CLJ"° ' tLJ  writes  that  he  will"  attempt  to  contact  (her)  in  the  very  near 
future"  He  did  so  by  telephoning  her  and  leaving  messages,  saying  who  he  was  and  what 
he  wanted  to  speak  with  her  about  and  asking  her  to  return  his  calls  R  E  DACTE  D  did 
not  retutnREDACTED  phone  messages,  He  filed  his  last  report  (REDACTED  , 
interview)  on  March  19, 2004. 

To  this  irrformation  I  add  the  following  which  you  can  substantiate.  WherREDACTED 
was  unable  to  speak  wittiRE  DACTE  D  was  asked  and  agreed  to  phone 

REDACTED    to  ask  if  she  would  speak  to  REDACTED  hadbeenthe 
Corpus  Christi  Officer  Manager  at  the  relevant  time  and  was  and  is  "a  very  good  friend 
of  REDACTED      .  LikeREDACTED  kofmeomnionthatREDACTED»™.w 
have  shared  the  information  with  her  if  it  had  occurred"  REDACTEDReport,  p.  ten). REDACTED 
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the 


situation". 


.  KbUAUitU 

reply  to  was  that  "she  didn't  want  to  have  anything  to  do  with  he 


Altjicnw* _I  am  at  a  disadvantage  because  I  have  not  been  given  the  opportunity  to  see  the 
KbUAU  l  bU      interview  itself  I  wish  to  make  the  following  observations  about  its 
substance  as  you  have  given  it  hi  the  September  24  Interview  with  Monsignor  Loomis 
(pa?e8).  ^ 


On 


their  face,REDACTED        statements  (which  are  not  sworn  under  oath)  raise 
susj  ncion  about  their  accuracy  and  veracity.  They  do  not  seem  credible.. 

A  ft  sn-year-old  boy  telling  his  mother  and  father  that  he  has  been  sexually  fondled  by 
son  Leone  at  the  parish  where  the  parents  were  active  in  the  parish,  knew  the  priests  there 
well,  frequently  having  them  to  their  home  as  quests,  is  not  an  everyday  occurrence.  It  is 
one  which  parents  would  take  seriously  and  do  something  about,  not  only  to  stop  the 
alleged  abuser  but  also  to  assist  the  boy  in  dealing  with  the  experience.  She  does  not 
remember  whether  she  reported  the  incident  to  anvone.  It  is  hard  to  believe  that  she 
could  "forget1'  such  a  reporting  whiclREDACTED        states  she  and  her  husband 
made  to  him.  Such  an  episode  is  not  one  that  would  be  taken  lightly  and  forgotten  If  a 
ten-year-old  boy  fell  off  a  bike  and  fractured  his  skull,  a  mother  would  always  remember 
that  and  every  detail  of  the  incident,  the  hospitalization  and  the  recovery.  In  a  matter  so 
serious  as  the  sexual  abuse  of  her  young  son.  however,  this  mother's  memory  is  "vague" 
about  everything  "except  to  confirm  thaiREDACTEDtold  her  about  the  fondling".  It  is  not 
credible  that  she  does  not  remember  any  of  the  details  or  what  she  did  about  it  It  is 
indeed  suspicious  and  not  credible.  She  has  no  independent  knowledge  of  this 
extraordinary  alleged  incident  or  its  aftermath.REDACTED  simply  repeats  ^  he[ 
son  says  he  toUhertfifety  plus  years  ago,  things  he  probably  told  her  in  his  conversation 
asking  her  tosec 

Why wouhjRE D ACTE D  ^^f^^^^^^^ 

involved  in  the  matter ,r^etoRhe.  interviewed  byREDACTEV  a  week  or  so  later,  after  a 
phone  call  fromREDACTED(  talk  tc  ? 

Rm?cTEr^eW  ofMonsignor  Loomis  on  September  24, 2004 1  asked  whether  Mrs. 

said  mat  the  abuser  was  a  priest  or  a  seminarian  (Interview  of  Sept  28,  page 
8)  and  you  simply  replied  that  "What  she  says  is  that  it  was  Loomis."  The  question, 
however,  is  not  answered  and  is  vital  to  the  exact  identification  of  the  alleged  abuser.  If 
she  can  identify  Loomis  as  the  personREDACTED  allegedly  told  her  was  his  abuser  she 
certainly  would  have  known  whether  ««*J«W8  a  priest  After  all  she  was  "very 
active  in  the  parish".  What  exactly  did  sav  to  her?  Did  he  use  the  name  Loomis? 

Did  she  know  who  Loomis  was  at  the  time?  Did  REDACTED  tell  her  it  was  apriest  who 
abused  him?  If  not,  did  he  say  the  name  Loomis?  If  so,  did  she  know  to  whom  he  was 
referring?  How  did  she  know  Loomis?  Did  she  tellREDACTED  thalREDACTEDtold  her  then 
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tiiat  it  was  Loomis  ?  didshe  remember  this  name  or  did  her  son  put  it  into  her  head  when 
he  called  her  to  say  would  be  calling?  I  am  concerned  about  the  information  given 
witnesses  before  their  independent  memory  is  explored  and  tested.  Loomis  never  knew 

REDACTED  never  worked  ^  her>  ney&[  went  fo  ^  h        never  worked  ^  ^ 

school. 

R/E^ACIED        *°  details  of  ^Idacted^  abuse  of  her  Kttie  boy.  She  does  not  say 
(and  perhaps  was  never  asked]  when  told  her?,  was  her  husband  there?,  what 

were  the  circumstances  o/^  ©lling  them?,  where  didREDACTED  say  it  happened? 

more  than  once?,  how  often?,  exactly  what  happened?,  if  Redacted  ^tkaawa[  ' 

^SS^  me  abuser' s  msa&' m  he  describe  him  and  say  how  he  met  him?,  did™0 
kluao  i  eu  md  her  ^1,^  ^ow  ^  or  described  bfEDACTED ;  if  they 

knew  him,  how  and  when  did  they  come  to  know  him?,  what  waREDACTED  demeanor 
whenhe  told  them?,  what  w^edacthd  and  her  husbands  reaction  to  what  he 

^Zffl  ^  ^      tellREDACTED  after  he  told  them?,  what  discussion  did  Mr.  And 
Kt  uau  I  tu  have  afterwards  about  the  matter?,  what  did  they  decide  to  do  about  it,  if 
mything?,  what  did  they  do  about  it?,  did  they  tell  anybody  about  the  incident?,  who?, 
when?,  what  response  did  each  person  they  told  give  them?,  did  she  or  her  husband  ever 
complain  to  amm^-bout  any       besides  this  alleged  abuser,  for  paying  too  much 
attention  to  for ^caUmgREDACTEDat  home?,  for  hanging  around  the  school  so  as 
to  raise  concern  abouiKtUAO     and  olher  children?,  if  so  did  they  discuss  this  man  with 
other  parents?,  who  ?,  when  ?,  who  was  this  man?,  did  they  report  bis  conduct  to 
anyone?,  to  whom?,  when?,  what  was  the  result  of  their  complaint?. 

REDACTED 

R  FD  APTFn ?        0vld  be  me  to  Iemember  ^  these  details  of  such  an  event.  But 

really  says  oriv  thaPEE'A'~'^E'"'  [  told  her  he  was  "fondled"  by  Loomis.  She 
states  nothing  more  than  whai  may  have  told  her  in  his  phone  call 

REDACTED      -REDACTED         .  ... 

mC  various  statements  concerning  their  individual  alleeations 

against  Loomis  are  contradictory  and  their  credibihty  highly  questionableREDACTED 
actually  perjured  himself  when  he  stated  one  version  of  the  alleged  abuse  under  oath  in 
redacted^011  Questionnaire  and  then  contradicted  that  version  is  his  interview  with 


I  write  all  mis  because,  given  the  questionable  credibihty  of  the  accusers  themselves  and 
the  lack  of  any  truly  supporting  evidence  for  either  of  their  allegations,  I  believe  that 
there  is  no  evidence  in  either  case  by  which  any  ecclesiastical  court  could  ever  find  with 
moral  certitude,  that  is,  certitude  which  excludes  every  reasonable  doubt  ("che  esclude 
,[®*  **]™  raaionevole"  -  Pius  XH)  that  Richard  Loomis  sexually  abused  either 
lEDACTED  on  the  contrary,  although  Monsignor  Loomis  is  not  obliged  to 

disprove  anything,  his  under-oath  denial  of  both  allegations  is  supported  by  much 
information  which  you  have  been  given. 


REDACTED 
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Ia  the  interest  of  justice  I  respectfully  ask  that  the  entire  matter  be  reevaluated  by  the 
Cardinal  and  his  review  board.  Even  were  this  case  governed  by  Canons  1717and  1718 
of  the  Code  of  Canon  Law  and  the  Essential  Norms,  which  it  is  not,  (see  enclosed  letter 
to  you  also  dated  November  30, 2004)  the  criteria  of  neither  would  be  met  for  taking  any 
action  against  Monsignor  Loomis. 

Essential  Norm  6  requires  the  Congregation  for  the  Doctrine  of  the  Faith  to  be  notified 
of  a  case  "When  (after  investigation)  there  is  sufficient  evidence  that  sexual  abuse  of  a 
minor  has  occurred"  -  not  "might  have  occurred".  I  respectfully  submit  that  there  is  not 
such  evidence  in  this  case. 

Presupposing  that  the  investigation  of  Canon  1717has  been  completed  and  that  the  fact 
of  the  abuse,  not  its  possibility  or  even  its  probability,  and  its  imputability  to  the  accused 
has  been  established,  Canon  1718  obliges  the  Ordinary  to  decide  whether  a  process  for 
inflicting  or  declaring  a  penalty  should  be  started.That  decision  can  only  be  made  when  a 
delict  has  already  been  proven  to  have  been  committed.  No  delict  in  this  case  has  been 
proved.  In  fact,  this  case  does  not  even  involve  a  "delict"  governed  by  Canon  Law, 
Sacramentorum  Santitatis  Tutela  or  the  Essential  Norms. 

From  all  the  material  I  have  reviewed  and  am  aware  of  in  this  case,  I  believe  that  justice 
requires  that  Monsignor  Loomis  be  removed  from  "administrative  leave"  and  restored  to 
active  ministry. 


Respectfully  and  sincerely  yours, 
REDACTED 


Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 


cc:  His  Eminence  Roeer  Cardinal  Mahonv 
REDACTED 

Monsignor  Graig  A.  Cox,  J.C.D. 
Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 
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Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeies 


3424 

Wilshire 

Boulevard 


Los  Angeies 

California 

90010-2241 


10  December  2004 


REDACTED 


_  REDACTED 

Dear 

Thank  you  for  your  letter  of  30  November,  in  which  you  set  forth  canonical  arguments 
relevant  to  the  case  involving  your  client,  Monsignor  Loomis. 

We  are  indeed  well  aware  of  the  importance  of  the  questions  and  points  you  raise.  For 
your  information,  Monsignor  Cox  and  I  will  be  in  Rome  next  week  consulting  with  the 
Congregation  for  the  Doctrine  of  the  Faith  on  these  and  related  issues,  which  have  been 
raised  by  all  the  various  cases  that  we  have  submitted  for  their  review. 

Thank  you  also  for  your  second  letter  of  the  same  date.  I  will  forward  it  toREDACTED 
for  his  consideration.  It  is  my  hope  that  once  Msgr.  Cox  and  I  return  from  Rome  we  will 
have  the  kind  of  information  needed  to  make  this  a  fruitful  course  of  action. 

Assuring  you  of  my  prayers  and  kind  regards  for  both  you  and  Msgr.  Loomis  as  we  near 
the  celebration  of  Our  Lord' s  birth,  I  remain 

Sincerely  yours, 
REDACTED 


Copies:     Cardinal  Roger  Mahony 

REDACTED 

Msgr.  Craig  A.  Cox 


Pastoral  Regions:     Our  Lady  of  the  Angeis     San  remand o     San  Gabriel     San  Pedro     Santa  Barbara 
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REDACTED 


From:  Cox,  Msgr.  Craig  A. 

Sent:  Friday,  December  10,  2004  8:27  AM 

To:  REDACTED 

Subject:  RE:  Rome  trip;REDACTED 


REDACTED 


I  concur  we  should  bring  a  copy  of  this  to  Rome  I  will  nnt  be  keeping  my  copy,  since  I  am  not  keeping  a  Loomis  file,  so  I 
will  take  mine,  and  make  two  more  (for  you  and  and  add  them  to  my  packet. 

There  are  two  letters  from  REDACTED  The  first  is  directed  to  you  and  it  is  a  canonical  argument  with  which  we  take  no  real 
issue.  It  covers  those  very  issues  we  wish  to  discuss  at  the  CDF.  It  seems  to  me  a  simple  acknowledgement  from  you, 
indicating  we  are  well  aware  of  the  importance  of  the  questions  he  raised,  questions  we  have  already  raised,  and  thanking 
him  for  his  letter.  I  would  have  no  qualms  if  this  letter  indicated  that  we  are  simply  consulting  with  the  CDF  on  these 
important  matters. 

The  second  letter  is  also  addressed  to  you,  copied  to  the  Cardinal  and  REDACTED    You  are  a  local  ordinary,  but  you  are 
not  the  one  who  made  the  decision  to  place  Dick  on  leave.  After  plowing  through  the  arguments  and  questions,  the  letter 
contains  two  basic  requests.  The  first  is  that  the  review  board  look  at  the  matter  again.  I  do  not  know  if  you  have  spoken 
wjtnREDACTED    but  j  thjnk  tnat  js  not  a  bad  jdea  |'d  actua||y  like  to  have  the  CMOB  members  read  this  letter  and 
discuss  the  matters  it  raises,  it  would  educate  them,  and  help  my  own  effojJ§jj/ith  them  to  assure  they  do  not  "pull  the 
trigger"  too  early  on  recommendations  to 'put  someone  on  leave.  Perhaps       would  not  be  amenable,  but  we  could  then 
write  and  indicate  the  review  board  will  consider  the  matter  again. 

The  other  request  is  to  take  Dick  off  administrative  leave  and  restore  him  to  ministry.  In  terms  of  the  norms  of 
administrative  recourse,  that  request  should  be  directed  to  me  or  to  the  Cardinal,  and  I  do  not  believe  that  copying  us 
constitutes  such  a  request.  At  this  point,  I  would  ignore  that  request,  especially  if  we  agree  to  have  CMOB  look  at  the  case 
again. 

How  does  this  sound? 
Craig 


FromjREDACTED 

Sent:  Thursday,  December  09,  2004  10:53  AM 
To:  Cox,  Msgr.  Craig  A. 
Subject:  Rome  trip"REDACTED 

Craig, 

We've  got  a  room  for  you  at  my  place  Monday  night.  If  we  can  get  away  with  not  checking  any  bags,  then  a  6  a.m. 
departure  from  our  place  will  get  us  to  the  airport  in  plenty  of  time. 

Have  you  had  chance  to  readREDACTED  letters.  I  think  the  formal  one  amounts  to  the  first  step  of  taking  recourse, 
on  the  assumption  that  Roger  has  made  a  decision  to  pursue  a  penal  process.  But  the  only  decision  he's  taken  is  to 
consult  with  the  CDF  about  what  to  do.  My  question  right  now  is,  do  you  think  we  need  to  acknowledge  his  letter  before  we 
go,  or  can  it  wait  until  we  get  back?  In  any  event,  I  think  I  will  take  a  copy  of  the  letter  with  me;  it  may  prove  useful  in  our 
meeting  with  redacted 

REDACTED 
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December  13, 2004 

His  Eminence  Joseph  Cardinal  Ratzinger 
Prefect,  Congregation  for  the  Doctrine  of  the  Faith 
Piazza  del  S.  Ufficio,  11 
00120  Vatican  City 

Re:  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 

Your  Eminence: 

I  write  on  behalf  of  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis  against  whom  allegations  of 
sexual  abuse  of  a  minor  have  been  alleged.  I  have  been  informed  that  his  case  has  been 
or  will  be  submitted  to  your  Congregation  by  the  Archbishop  of  Los  Angeles,  Roger 
Cardinal  Mahony,  for  your  review  and  direction 

Not  knowing  what  material  has  been  provided  to  you  by  the  Archdiocese  of  Los 
Angeles  nor  the  conclusions  reached  in  the  Archdiocesan  investigation  regarding  the 
allegations,  I  submit  the  enclosed  material.  Although  I  have  the  Archdiocesan 
investigative  material  sent  to  Monsignor  Loomis'  civil  lawyer  on  February  17,  2004 
(Exhibit  3),  I  do  not  have  copies  of  the  subsequent  investigative  interviews  or  any  sworn 
statements  taken  by  the  Archdiocese.  My  request  for  these  has  been  declined.  The  only 
information  I  have  as  to  the  content  of  this  latter  material  is  what  Father  Cox,REDACTED 
■  E  D  ACTE  D         kindly  conveyed  in  his  interview  of  Monsignor  Loomis  on 
September  24, 2004  (Exhibit  7)  and  in  subsequent  telephone  conversations  with  me. 

From  my  review  of  the  matter,  I  believe  that  this  case  does  nor  involve  a  reserved 
delict  and,  even  if  it  did,  that  the  evidence  proffered  to  support  the  allegations  cannot 
prove  with  moral  certitude  ("che  esclude  ogni  dubbio  ragionevole")  that  abuse  occurred. 

With  the  hope  that  this  matter  can  be  resolved  speedily  and  justly  and  that 
Monsignor  Loomis  will  be  restored  to  his  priestly  ministry  I  am, 

Respectfully  an  sincerely  yours, 
REDACTED 


cc:  His  Eminence  Roger  Cardinal  Mahony 
Archbishop  of  Los  Angeles 


EXHIBIT  INDEX 
With  Comments 


REDACTED  D 

1.  Objection  to  Canonical  Action:  Letter  of         toKtuAoitu   Nov.  30, 2004. 

2 .  Clergy  Assignment  Record  of  Monsignor  Loomis 

3.  Archdiocesan  Investigative  Reports  given  to  REDACTED  Msg^  Loomis'  civil  lawyer. 

Investigator's  summary  of  non-sworn  interviews  with: 
REDACTED 


Comments  on  Above  Archdiocesan  Investigative  Reports,  with 

redacted^  ^REDACTED  r>  Ju]y  2004_ 

Investigative  Reports  of  REDACTED    )  investigator  foiREDACTED 
Monsignor  Loomis'  civil  attorney. 
Investigator's  summary  of  non-sworn  interviews  with: 
REDACTED 


6.  KtL)AC  bU   Claimant  Questionnaire  in  Civil  Law  Suit  against  the  Archdiocese, 

Signed  "under  penalty  of  perjury"  ( page  7),  dated  December  1 1, 2003. 

Note:  On  page  3REDACTED  testifies  that  Loomis  abused  him  "  4-6  times 
over  a  period  of  Wz  years-  2  years".  Eleven  months  later,  on 
November  11, 2004,  in  an  interview  with  Archdiocesan 
InvestigatorREDACTED  REDACTEDcontradicts  his  sworn  statement  and 
states  that  Loomis  sexually  abused  him  on  only  one  occasion.. 
REDACTED  statement  also  describes  an  allegation  of  a  one- 


RCALA006192 


time  alleged  abuse. 

In  Ms  sworn  questionnaire,REDACTED  states:  "Becket  put  his 
mouth,  put  his  hand  on  my  penis,  had  an  erection,  touched  mv 

— REDACTED 

genitals,  told  me  he  loved  me".  Eleven  months  later 

i   ~i —     1      •      •  ,  REDACTED 

describes  the  incident  tc  quite  differently :  he  says  Loomis 

took  himREDACTED  into  a  school  hallway  when  it  was  deserted, 
took  my  hand  and  placed  it  on  his  erect  penis,  over  his  robes 
saying,"  see  what  you  do  to  me  - 1  love  you".  This  is  a 
substantially  different  scenario. 

n  *    ■  .REDACTED..,..,,,..  . 

redacted1   &ysn  a  ^VY  oi  11/1 1/04  interview 

with  but  its  content  as  written  above  was  relayed  to  me 

b)REDACTED   who  presumably  has  included  that  report  in  the 
material  sent  to  the  Congregation  for  the  Doctrine  of  the  Faith.) 

7.  Formal  Interview  of  Monsignor  Loomis  byREDACTED   September  24, 2004. 

(Reviewed  and  signed  with  corrections  and  additions  by 
Monsingor  Richard  A.  Loomis  on  November  14, 2004) 

REDACTED  REDACTED 

8.  Letter  to  dated  November  30, 2004,  concerning  information 

from  investigative  reports  and  sworn  statements,  e.gREDACTED 
REDACTED  ,  testimony  taken  by  REDACTED  and  Investigator 
REDACTED  interview  olREDACTED     I  was  refused  copies 
of  these  documents  but  the  information  referred  to  was  given  to  me 

by  jREDACTED 

9.  Mandate,  dated  June  10, 2004 
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November  30, 2004 

REDACTED 


Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 
3424  Wilshire  Boulevard 
Los  Angeles,  California  90010 


Re:  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 


Your  Eminence: 


OBJECTIONS  TO  ANY  CANONICAL  ACTION  BEING  TAKEN 
AGAINST  MONSIGNOR  LOOMIS  PURSUANT  TO  CANON  1717 
OF  TTffi  CODE  OF  CANON  LAW,  SACRAMENTORUM  SANCTTT ATIS 
TOTELA  OR  THE  ESSENTIAL  NORMS  FOR  DIOCESAN/EPARCfflAL 
POUCIES  DEALING  WITH  ALLEGATIONS  OF  SEXUAL  ABUSE  OF 
MINORS  BY  PRIESTS  OR  DEACONS. 


.  Ecclesiastical  kws  are  to  be  understood  in  accord  with  the  proper  meaning 
•  CODSldered  mtheirtextand  context"  ("secundum  propriam  verrSrum 

signification  in  textu  et  contextu  consideratam")  Canon  17. 

4     "jf*8  a  penalty  or  restrict  the  free  exercise  of  rights... are 

subject  to  a  strict  interpretation".  Canon  18.  ^ 

L  SlT  rUfZL  E!L  ~    „  alleggtiom  of  sexual        nf  *  mtnnr  „„.  ™*  .11^ 
of  a  delict  ("delicto")  as  defined  in  Canon  n<K(5)    ^ 

Canon  1395(2)  reads:  "If  a  cleric  has  committed  an  offense  against  the  sixth 
c^ma^rt^.  with  a  minor...  the  cleric  is  to  be  punished  with  just  penalties...  if  the 


REDACTED 


Monsignor  Loomis  was  not  a  cleric  at  the  time  the  events  of  the f 
ofSficaU^t0  l"W  °CCUrred" HC      a  Brother  of  St  Patrick> a  ^  Community 

Monsignor  Loomis  was  not  a  cleric  at  the  time  the  events  of  theREnACTE  D 
allegation  are  said  to  have  occurred  He  was  a  seminarian  studying  for  the  Archdiocese 


REDACTED 

Objection  to  Any  Canonical  Action, 
nov.  30, 2004,  page  two. 

of  Los  Angeles. 

He  cannot,  therefore  be  guilty  of  a  1395  (2)  canonical  delict 

2'    2S§REDACTED              allegations  do  not  give  tfo  HrAin^  infnrms^n  »f  , 
is  of  Canons  t717  and  1 71 »  


itrform^S  ^f,1!?^311 01X1111817  to  811  investigation  only  when  he  has 
fZ^T^  3  ^  ^       fitted  "Quoties  Qrdinarium  notikam...  hab^f 


de  delicto ...» 

^mmitftJ^H^^,ufmty}f  mt  mly  m  ^rmationthata"deUct"  has  been 
committed  but  has  irrdntable  proof  showing  that  the  allegations,  even  were  they  truT 
wonMnot  and  do  not  constitute  a  delict  Therefore,  anya^liti^^iS^tion 
of  Aese  allegations  citing  the  authority  of  Canon  1717  would  ^S^^ZT 


S^edtotheConnreg^ 

cnntn,  <^g*egationi  pro  Doetrina  Fidei  extenditur  qooque  ad  delictum 

1^!!!^?^  CUm  duodeviginti  annonT 

aclencocomrnis.'aim".  Sacramentorwn  Sanctitatis  Tutela,  Pais  Prima,  Art.  4,  para.  1. 

cleric.  ^  ^  ^^ons  in  this  case  are  not  alleged  to  have  been  committed  by  a 
4.   There  is  no  provision  in  law 


arc  allied  in, hi,   —  for  "■"Me'l*"'  urt)  a- 

ffl^tbctned  in  a  j  udicial  process.  "DeUcIa  graviota  Congregation!  pro  Doetrina  Fidd 

«ned  .  a  fcrma.  canonical  trial  (a  >dicial  process*).  Alleged  "rtoIZa 


REDACTED 


scx^I  abuses  rfminMS  TO  ^  ^g^SZ^T^  **  ^ 

There  was  thus  no  authority ,  under  Norm  6  erf  the  Essential  N<™  t,, 


ie  or  i 


lict; 


tor  a 


6-  Because  this  case  does  not      Wth  a  ca^i^l , 
dispensation  fr^  ^ironical  nresf^ription  js  mnnt 


REDACTED  .  ^ 

Objection  to  Any  Canonical  Action 
inov.  ju,  2U04,  page  four. 


Conchisioii 


^ignor  Loomis  has  not  been  charged  with  a  canonical  crime,  a  grave  delict 
Th^,  them  1S  not  and  there  never  has  been,  any  legal  basis  for  Sating  miy 
^  P^ur^  j^cial  or  administrative,  against  him,  incluZg  the 

PROCEDURE  of  the  Code  of  Canon  Law.  There  is  no  justification  k  the  Code  of  Canon 
SSTTS  ^  to  ^  ^  P«**ss  which  has  been  irutiated  S  Wm 

against  h!m  contrary  to  the  provisions  of  canon  law  should  be  immediaS^t  asideand 
all  damage  done  to  him  thereby  be  repaired  to  the  extent  that  it  can 


Respectfully  submitted, 

REDACTED 


Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 


cc:  His  Eminence  Rover 

REDACTED  _  y 

Monsignor  Craig  A.  Cox,  J.CJD, 
Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 
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RevfVlsb 

Current  Pn'm$ty  Assignment  Pa3to' 


Clergjf  Assignment  Record 

r  Richard  A.  Loomis 


Birth  Date 
Birth  Cay  .  \. 
tiiaconesta  Qttilngtion  • 
Pri6$thcxxl  Ordination 
pioces&  Nathe 
Dateoflncardinstlon  • 
RRuetlAscriptia 
Ministry  Status . 

Mail  address .  .'REDACTED 


•8/2/1946 

San  A  itonfo.  Texas.  U.SA 
5/10/1375 
5/29/1  m 

'  Archdi  icese  of  las  Angeles 
5/10/1975 
Latin. 

Active  [Service 


Age; ' :  57 
Deaneiy  .40 


San  Marino,  CA  9|1 108-2283 
Home.phbnB,  REDACTED 
faxphone  "■ 


Sttmjhacy 
Ethnicity-  ■ 

Lanauaetefs) 
•Erigfteh  / 
Spanish  . 


Assignment 


St-  Jon  i  Seminary,  Camarfflo 
Unknot  m 


■Native  Language 
MJniste  ially  Adequate 


Assignment  History 


HctyFamBy  Caihdic.Church,  GterxMe 
(Parochial  Vicar),  Active  Service  " 


'  Bishop  MQntgomery'.Hfcn  School-,  Torrai 
-Service; 

St,  Johr)  Rsftw  CathoJicChureh,  .Ranchi 
Resident,  Active  Service  . 


MaryStar  of  ttJe  Sea  High  School,  San 
Service 

'  Mary  Star  of  the  Sea  Catholic  Church, 
Active  Service'  - 


Beginning  Dote  Completion  Date . 


Associate  Pastor 
iijico  -  Faculty,  Active 

Palos  Vardes  - 
Fjedro  -  Faculty,  Active 
Sen  Pedro  -  Resident, 


6/21/1976  " 

•  7/97t97d 

7/10/1979 

'  8/3Q/1980 

7/10/1979 

6/30/1980 

7/1/1980 

7/31^884 

7/1/1980 

7/31/1984 
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:Daniel  Murphy  High  School,  Los  Angeles  ~.  Principal,  Active 
Service  . '  .  '  .. 

St  Brendan  Catholic  Church,  Los  Angeles  -  Resident,  Active 
Service  .  .  •  ■ 

SL  Genevieve  Catholic  Church,  Panorama  City  ~  Associate 
.  Pastor  (Parochial  Vicar),  Active (Service 

St,  Anthony  Cdtholic ;  Church,  Oknard'T  Pastor,  Active  Service 
-  Prelate  of  His  Hol&ieaa^Appointed  • 
•  -  '.Vicar.  Appointed  : 

St  Charles  Borromeo  Catholic  Church,  North  Hollywood  -  • 
Resident,  Active  Service  .' 

Vicar for  Clergy,  Appointed"    ,  • 

"  Archdloceseii.Catholip  Center,  Los  Angeles  -  Council  of  Priest* 
.Active Service  '  \     .  V-     .  • 

.  Arcbdiocesari  Catholic  Genter.  Los  Angeles  -  Secretariat 
Directdr,' Appointed'  ' 

~  .Sabbatical'  •.  -  '  -       '  "• 

Archdidcesan  Catholic  Center;  Los  Angeles  -  .Secretariat 
Director;  Active  Service  '    '  • 

SLderom'e:Catholic  Church,' Los  Angeles  -  Administrator  Pro 
Tern,  Active  .Service' 

SS."  Feficitas  arid  Perp'etua  Cairiolic  Church,  San  Marino  » 
Pastor,  Active  Service 


8/1/1984  7/5/1988  •  ' 

•8/1/1984  ■  7/5/1988' 

7/6/1988  '     ■'  4/14/1900 

.  4/15/1990  '  6/30/T995 
6/6/1995. 

7/1/1995  12/31/1995  '■ 

7/1/1995  1-2/31/2002  . 

'1/1/199/3  '12/31/2000  • 

1/1/1996  12/31/2000  -. 

5/1^1997  12/14/2001. 

.  1/1/2001  7/1/2001.  •  ' 

12/15/2001  •  1.2/31/2002 

1/3/2003  6/30/2003 

7/1/2003  6/30/2009 
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Office  of  3414  Los  Angeles 

Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles  Vicar  for  Clergy  Wllshire  California 

(213)637-7234  Boulevard  90010-2202 


February  17,  2004 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 

Dear 

/ 

Enclosed,  please  find  copies  of  the  materials  related  to  the  charges  against  Monsigiior  Richard  A. 
Loomis  that  I  promised  to  send  you  when  we  met  Thursday. 

Thank  you  for  your  service  of  Monsignor  Loomis  at  this  most  difficult  time.  May  God  bless 
you! 


Sincerely  yours, 


Pasroral  Rejionj,     Our  lady  of  rhe  Angela     San  Fernando     San  Gabriel     San  Pedro     Sama  Barbara 
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ENTERVIEWS  OF  BROTHERS  OF  SAINT  PATRICK 
•'  Synopsis  of  Interviews: 

•ffiS  2K£?e«n,?erl0f  St  P8trick  (°rder)  ,Q  1966>  name 
SSfsfh^i  r?  ^-T^    f Cher  and  dean  of  ibc^  at  «»  Orders.  Pater 

ft?  anK^n^T  HC  enj°yed  8  wonderfuI  reputation  amone  the  HwAlJZ  !S 
the  only  conflict  anyone .  could  remember  was  with  REDACTED 

3^^^*^  Wr  Ch  hQOtiliS  ™  ******  ^»o.t  of  the  faculty; 

PWiJi^^^  -Bean  of 

or.  recalled R E D ACT E D  ^nt,.  None  of  the  Brothers  .interviewed  knew  . 

REDACTED  W  °         relationsWP  be^en  Lp°««»  land  ' 

•The  following  .interviews  weire  conducted  by  REDACTED     Jmn.- .  A   „\  . 
. Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles;  Canomcal.  Auditor,  ■ 

.    REDACTED  ,. 
•  On  12/21/03  REDACTED 

2fe*  "MW-;^  -REDACT  B^%^«oS  ' 

tgm.theprixioipalREDACTED  Sl^f?*^^^ 
faifW^'.^.  -wd        1115  feelings  in  his reaimatton  letter 

mW  ^  •^^S  P°sltiofl  *  PN  to  attend  St  John's. Seminary  '  ' 

_  . ,  -tic  sna-Loomis  .xvas  mtssed  both  as  a  member  of  the  Order  and  as  a  teacher  at 


XII  000326 


RCALA  006204 


•  Brothers  of  Saint  Patrick  continued 

He  was  shown  a  photo.in  the  1972  PN  yearbook  depicting  REDACTED  as  a  member,  of 
the  sophomore-  class.  He.stated  he  has  no  recollection  of  redacted 

-  .-He  did  not  knowREDACTED       ^  fomier  pa3tQr  of  Ho,y  Family  Parish ;  whicfa ' 
.  nearPN..  '  • 

'  *^d^Lo°mis  k»*w  and  was  friendly  with  REDACTED  ,  later  know- as ^ 
.  KLDAU  1 1 U  He' didn't  believe  they  were  extremely  close  fiiends,  but  were  about  • 
.  the  same  age  and  taught,  together  at  PN.  They  left  the  Order,  attended  the  seminary  and- 

•  were 'ordained. about  'the  same  time.  He  had  heard  redacted  «got  ht0  some  ^  ot 
troubled  which  he  could  not  describe,  and  later  left  the  priesthood. 

•-f2^c-HMToornis js^qne  of  our  finest^  stating  he  thought  Loorrus  represented  the 
future  of  the -Order.-  He  aridlhe  Order  are  proud  of  Loomis  and  his  success  as  a  priest  He' 
alwgys  thought  .of  Loomis  as  the  epitome  of  the  priesthood  and  was  "astounded"  to  hear • 
aUegatonsjhat  he  violated  'his  vows  in  any.  way.  He  has  had  basically  no  contact  ^tT 
Loomis,  except  for  seeing  him. at  a  few  social  functions  since  Loomis  left  the  Order. 

REDACTED 

•Op  12/21/03  'REDACTED  President  of  the'  Corporation  of  The  Brothers  of  .St.  ' 

Patrick  7820-  Bolsa  .Avenue,  Midway  City,  .C A,  phone  REDACTED      supplied -the 
following  mfoimation':   '  •      '  • 

•  la  1966  he  vra'me:'noyjk^^^  who  took- the  name  Brother  ' 
-  Beckett  and  today  is  .know,  as  Msgr.  Richard  Loomis  of  the  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles. 

•  He;  recalled  his  association  with  Loomis  from  memory  as  he  had.no  records  available  to- 

.  hixh. .  Loomis  .had  some  college  credits  before  entering  the  Brothers  of  St  Patrick  (Order)  ■ 
.  and  continued  his-degree  after  finishing. the.  novitiate.  He  then,  cxirt  'dated  unrecalTed,- 
commenced,  teaching  at  ■Pater  .Noster  (PN)  High  School,  291 1  San  Fernando  Road,  Los  -  - 
Axigeies,  CA,  .(which  .was'  founded  by  the  Order)  and  rose  quickly  to' the  posMoh  of  dean 
•of  discipline'  for  underclassman.  In  the  early  1970's  Loomis  resigned  from  ,(PN)  and  • 
entered  St  John's  seminary  and  in  the  mid  to  late  1970's  received  Ms  priestly  ordination,' 

He  was-proud'  of  Loomis  when  he  decided  to  .be  a  priest,  but  sadden  that  he  was'  Jeaving  ■ . 
the  Order,  as  he  was  one.qf  the'  finest  young  men  in  the  Order.  To  bis  knowledge  Loomis'  • 
had  no  disciplinary  problems  while  in  the  Order,  followed  all  rules  explicitly  aiid  to  his'  • 
r^SIw26  Kved-has  vows,  to  the  fullest  extent  Had  Loomis  experienced  prdblems  ^ 
_     .would  have  .known,  about  it  as  he  was  Loomis'  novic«  master  of  provincial  the  • 
entire  time  Loomis  'Was  in  the  Order.  He  stated  Loomis  had  no  "boundary"  violations  and  ■ 
no  complaints  of  .any  type  .regarding  his  assodario*  with  the  other  hmtfwrs  or'  tha  PN. 
.smdents'  I.oornis.  would  have  been  the  last  person  he  could:  think  of  that  would  be  the 
subject  of  child  molestation  charges!  ~  ~ ~~  7 
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Brothers  of  Saint  Patrick  continued 

*  REDACTED' dm  ±Qtd  was  a  blt  of  Mctioa  betwee«  he  ™d  the  principal, 

/because  Loomis  did  not  believe  that  in  his  position  as 'dean  of 

TT^-^r^T  ? °^  *»REDACTED  ■  Semis's  position  was  supported 

.by  the  majority  of  the  faculty.  He  has  had  basically  no  contact  with  Loomis,  except  fox 
■  seeing  him  at  a  few  social  functions  since  Loomis  left  the  Order.  ' 

JSfiSf* t0-  ?escriI?e  Loomis's.ciosest  ftiendfs)  in  the  Order  he  mentioned  REbACTED 
•'  VnH «   A-  ■  ^0'0f™u^ad  ofREDACTED        ;  the  novitiate,  and  they 'became 

'  §«  %%Sl. 5  rS.4^.  b0*  at  PN. REDACTED  Ieft  ^  ^  ^Loomis,  ■ 

■  ''reacted   L°^  S  Md  wa3  Gained REDACTED  .  -  He  ^lieves 

^      left  the.  pnesthcod  but  does  not  know  when  or  for  what  reason.  ■ 

.  He  has 'taught  at  FN'  at  three  different  times,  but  ™5  not  there  in  1^70-72  He  did  not ' 
•know,  no  has  ever  heard  of  a- student  namedR  ED  ACTED 


He  - provided  a  copy  of  the..  1972  PN  yearbook,  which  depicts /REDACTED  w  a' 
sophomore-class  member.  ■: 

REDACTED  ' 

On  12/20/03REDACTED  Brother  of  Saint  Patrick,  and  founding  W 'former 

■  pnncipal-of  Pater  Noste'r  (PN)  .High  School.  2911  San  Fernando  Road,  Los  Angeles,  -CA, 
was  uxtemcwei  at;hj5  r^jdenceREDACTED        Los  Angles,  CA  and  supplied  the  • 

■  foilowmg-mfonnation;  ■  ''  ;  ■  . 

•  He  met  Richard  Loomis  When  Loomis  was  a  novitiate  known  as  Brother  'Beckett  in  '  • 
approximately  1966-67-  at"  the  Mother  House  in  Midway.  City,  CA."  Loomis  later  was  a 
teac&CTandtieanofdisc^^  • 

As  soon  ad'  the  interview-started  he  said  he  wanted  to  make  It  entirely  clear-that  he  and 
'i^^^^J?^  a±  PN  when  Loomis  was  dean  of  discipline.  Loomis  continually  • 
,  fn&afami*  REDACTED    as  PN  principal  did  not  support  him  in  Ms  role  £ 
^  f/^f^-  Bp^ted  hc  did  not  agree  with  Loomis's  inconsistent. approach  to  ■ 
daphne.  He  was  also,  "upset  with  Loomis  for  not  giving  him  proper  notice  when  he 
resigned  fiom  PN  and  the  Brothers  of  Saint  Patrick  (Order)  and  enrolled  in  St.  JohnV 
■Semwary.  yith  the  above  said,"  he  had  nothing  negative  to  say  about  the  way  toorais 
■jive^yoj^his  decagon  tp  the  Order  ana~ai^r  had  any  reason  whatsoever  to  tninF 
^^SC^g^sexuaUy.  molest  a  student  He  did  not  recall  a  student  named  'Xedacte° 
REDACTED  HSTSiWREDACTED  pastor  of  Holy  fi*%  Parish  nearby  PN,  but  did  not 
know,  of  any  relauonsMp  .between  him  and  Loomis. 
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REDACTED 

On  12/20  and  21/03  REDACTED  „  „_u„  .  ■ 

■was  .interviewed  at  his  residence, REDACTED  Samt  Patnc*' 

anrwii.-^  Ai-'p-'fr    •  -  -  CA  phone  xxxxxxx  arid 

•  supplied  the  Movrmg  urfoxmation:  . 

•  p;^^ira^5c^;iloomis  in  the  mid  sixty's  when  Loomis  joined  The  Brothers  of  ' 
Sant  Patadc  (Order)  and  took/the  name  Brother  Beckett.   As  he  is  considerably  older 
than  Lporms-  and  did  not  teach  at  the  Order's  high  school,  Pater  Noster  (PN)  at  the  same' 

.  tune v- they  .-dad  not  khov/e'ach  other  too  welt.  He  stated  that  Loomis,  enjoyed-  a'-  fine 
,  ^utauon^nong_the  Brothers  and  he  never  heard  -anything  ofTteo^o^afor 
regarding  L^rrus  during  the;  time  he  was  in  the  Order  and  later  alter  Loomis  went  to  the~ 
:  seminary  and  was.  ordained  a- priest'  •  | 

■'llit^ret^J^°¥f°r  ±e  Period^Vering  1970  -1973.  The  books  We 
revte^d  and.the  1971  and  1972  book  depict^  ^eckett  ^oami^  „  D^.o{ 

Discipline  and  also  'dj^ictedjijtodent  named  as  a  freshman  in  l-97lWa 

c^d^notTOREDAU  i  hU  fa  the  1973  and  1974 
whidUed  him  to  believe  redacted  Jeft  ^  school  a  the  and  of  to  sdphoLc^ 
■He  ^as  informed  that  PN  lecords  now  located  'at  "Daniel  Murphy  High  School  were 
..renewed  for  the  nameREDACTED  with  negative. results.  He^ZSbS 
graduate  students  are' filed  behind;  the  graduating  class  records  and  suggested  the  records 
be  reviewed  for  nori-graauating  students.    •  •  ^ 
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PRIVILEGED  <fc  CONFIDENTIAL 

,  -  '.;  REDACTED 

"*'"'^TO7'^?EDACTED  •      .Archdio^cofLosAa^:  ■ 

•  •  ,M23WiltaBlvti,;I*>s  Angeles,  CA  90010-2202,  telephone  nunafcer  REDACTED 
■'  J^edthe.Mo^?k^^ 

retained  by  the  Clergy:  Misconduct  Oversight  Board  of  the  Archdiocese  of  Los 
.        Aijge!^tocQr4ucta^  tfcat'Monsigncr 

School  k  1971-72;  .    .'  '.   /  .. 

'  ■  "•     •    .She  has  DeenREDACTED  vidth  the  Sisters  of  the  Holy  Child  Jesus,  which  is  beadqturtered  in 
Fermsylyania,  siue,e  195(5.  ShV#w  ^  h  Pasadewa,  CWoroia,  She  has  an 
undergraduate-degree  in  history  and  a  Master  of  Arts  degree  in  religious  studies  frorn  , 
.  ^fenzuenta;  Heart  CoQrea  to      Angeles.  She  <0w  has  a  Master  of  Aits  degree  k  '  ' 
pastoral  eouiaeUrign^I^laUnivarafyinBal  j 

•.      .  '  ShiViREDACTED  '.;  . 

,  1968to'197o\  ShawsSREDACTED  ■  • 

•■  --1977^  1952/ $he  return^  ,     _  ' 

•REDACTED  s  and  St  Luke's  V^luatric  Hospital  tnSnitkid,  ■'• 

•  Maryland^.  ,/     ,  _  .   •   .  ■. 

;■    '  T^^M^  Patient  rwp^  •.' 

•  pa&OTlpcpuIatiQii  waa  predominsiely  compulsive  sexual  disorder^  inchidiiig  &e  sexwal  ' 

.  - . .  abuse  of  minors  by  clergy;  The  first  sexual  abuse  of  minora  lawsuit  against  the'Chnttih 

-      •  •■  occurred  in" 1985  pad  staff  members  from  St  Luke's  were  scat  around  the  country  to 

•  '   ,  educate  .dioceses  on  the'issao  of  sexual  abuse  of  minora.  ,   ,  ■ 

She  was  kjhmght  for  outpatient  ireahncut  during  her  first  two  years  at  St  Luke'?  tod  a   ;'  ' 
,  ■  therapist  for  inpatiari  treatmeot  for  two  years  after  &at  She  was  a  vice.pre^dent'aod' 
■  chief  execuHve  ofrker  at  St  Luke's  for  the  last  ycar-and-half  ahe  was-there.  -'" 

•  -  /Sterett^totyAngcl^  .    -  . 

•  uidmdual  coiBseung  and  spiritual  director  until  February  19%  when  she  accepted  a  • 
.  .  position  as  AOTrtabOity  aca*  skill  development  counselor  for  ptwstly  formation  at  St 

Joiha'a  Seminary  iri  CamariUo;  She  served  in  that  capacity  until  Jim*  1?99  "whe^  she  • 
htcmtwpi$^teuhetSot  adults  at  to        Center  k  Boyte  ^etroVoff  '  . 

«y^j^  that  to  take  cw<rf^ 

She  became  REDACTED  _____  Qn  . 

■Aptfl  |,  2002,  Her  sujper^ 

Shc.,fimntet^on^norl^niis  in  lMfiwheashewMa^gn^MacouawloratSt,  - 
.-rt^'s5einirii«^  ••. 

I^ocraa^aldlffi^iotteoniS3^ 
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•  Inttfvfcw  of  REDACTED   _  Cortiiittwi 

PRIVILEGED  &  COJNiTDENTIAL 

standoffish,  wfach  led  her  to  think  wh«n  she  fet  met  him  that  he  was  British!  She  ■ 
■  never  bad  any  personal  issues  with  Monsignor  IxroimsandbeaJ^^  conducted  hunsdf 
ma  professional  and  Approprtate  manner  when  she  was  around  trim,  He  fetfar  do  her  Job 

•  .  ^always  felt  comfortable  about  going  to  him  co^'ag  S^^aSSeT  ' 

He  wa3  generous  aad  pastoral  aad  she  appreciated  his  mpotaud  support.  ; '  • 

:  ■  -  •         -fT  r*S  ^f<WB  ^^tionfi  hi  the  Boston  Archdiocese,  and  theLos  • 
.    .  ^ls7W^^&cal»ntre^^ 

.  SheandREDACTED      ,  a  Jesuit  priegt  who  worked  a*  a  clinical  consultant  under  ' 
.  McnsignoT.  l4«>ans,  wer£  good  friends  from  the  time  she  was  a  couascloV  and  he  was  the  ■ 
.di^rofchm^paych^^  was  • .  . 

•  bright,  funny  and  tatatett-  She  helped  him  with  hia  paperwoifc  «t  the  Archdiocese  fibm 
.  tmeto  tone,  •  ..  . 

fREDACTED  '  '  ■ 

' .".  REDACTED  HetJ»^3tI^yoIa-;\&^^ 

.    wimf  tpnyate  counseling  practice  after  tfaatR E D act e d     dicd.oa  December  k 
•2003,  atthe  agsof  51,  following  surgery. 

-   '     '    '.REDACTED  „  '„   _  '  •. 

,    ,  '*m  a&zaPO^o^^^lgaorL^^ 

^^ooed  aayfiung,to  her  about  inappropriate  conduct  on  Ms  part  Redacted  m 
T^ed"  by  faia  Jesuit  Order  for  the  role  it  played  hi  Ms  intervention  and  removal  from' 
•;.        ^stty,  but  never  blamed  Monsignor  Looims  fix  wim  r^encd  to  imn  in  that  regard,  .: 

ahefi^thtfM^anprl^cmsd^t  raider  those  • 

•    •  cinnarwtaacea.  .   .  »^—-vav  .... 

.    /-MbMgiraliotr^.lrk-Bd'REDACTED       ^  „*WREDACTED     „ . 
.    -  '.      jayc^logistfijnci^ihgREDACTED  rprac™ 
...  ^yiMngflcgarrv^^rajytormgiiOT 

•  REDACTED 


-  «c  m  aow  m  pnvare  practice. 


In  early  June  2002,  an  adrift  mate  left  a  message  on  the  child  sexual  abase  hotline  slie ' 
mjua^  mlcf  .office. to  me  " 
position  ifl  the  Archdiocese  fbr  child  sexual  abuse."  Tharxjtlireiranibcr&rdie  . 
Archdiocese  U  published  in  their  bulletin.  A  recorded  message  at  that  ourobficaska. the 
caller  to  leave  a  voice  message  aad  his  or' her  name  and  telephone  number  if  the  perron 
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PRIVILEGED  &  C  QNTTDE  NTI  AX 


Her  rwolicction-oiftiiat  ball  was  ftaiREDACTED^M^   «.  • 

.  summer  when  he  and  tSKSS  wo* «l  Sl^  ^  mcide^       <^H.  H» 

■  •'  •  wS^S5  ^      to  "«»Wlta  «|  m  alter  boys ' 

•    *Tfo*»T™Li«    Jj^         of  aem  W{fre  apparently  watching  the  boyft  «5»  doqL 
_  uif&r  Looms  purportedly  commented  ^redacted  ^     _       f  .         me  P00-1- 

'.  pretending  they don't  eviow a hard^^^l^^Tr  6    •  • 
relaarjcaalcfflg  that  line  bBtREDACTEDiri!!l    «^       That  was  the  wteot-of  Loonus's 

'  REDACTED  REDACTED 

REDACTcu 

REDACTED  EDACTED 

Sbaaia^lidve«ided  her  ftnst  telephone  convereaffrti; -c^*4,REDACTED  ti  ^n- 
.  would  get  fo*  to.hm,  0fl  ^  i  fclSj- .  ttn  &r  rite 

..  tell himtha  she  had  ^clX^th^X  «nS^  ™<>      "™  «f»  * 

^/ucuMug  uiai  warrantee*  rcportmg  to  the  Archdiocese  or  the  poh'oe, 

REDACTED         ..     .  . 

.  §avehqrlrui  MnamcREDACTED  mdDhon*™™^^^^       -  * 
rep^emsntastheVicar&raetgy.ttadRFnArTFn 


RCALA  006210 


RB  KINKOS 


@007 


,    •  Interview  orRED  ACTED  -Cuathmed 

.       ,  .  PRIVILEGED  <Sc  CONnCDEiSTIAL 

REDACTED       tofd  hershe  viewed  the  incident  as  a  "ton-issue." 
S^S^I^,11^  Moi*Wl^s  personally  ^  told  hW  sbs  «feit 
'  IS  ^>™ory  of  anything like  tfaatm* faappedag."  He  said  h*n*vw 

'  pSc  p      00  0116  aams  ****  bT  toswim 

•  Mo^i^^oc^ 
Before  lie  left  for  hw  new  assignment,  she  told  him  she  had  shredded  the  written  report 
^baAftml oo  the  matter  involving  the  alter  boys.  She  usually  tens  ^erytW  in 

,   on.tbatmattsr.becaasc  she  had  .given  copies  of  it  to  Monsfgnor  Cox  andREDACTED;  and 
.  assumed  theywoidd  put  thdrcop'ie$  in.  a  fife  for  &ture  reference  if  needed,  ■ 

££g  T  with.regwd  to  her  presparing  a  report  on  the  call  she  received  fromREDACT^D  ' 

.or  her  tfecjaion  to  shred  her  copy  of  the  report.  It  was  something  that  did  hot  ' 
appear  to  concern  him,  .  . 

She  was  "very  uo^et'1  vvhen'in  Decamtier  ^nn^  gjyj  ov«heard  REDACTED 
.REDACTED  *"aOT^^a<avilConinlaintuiatlwdb'eOT 


^         ^^touioccac  ana  rncmaea  an  allegation  of  sexual  abuse  of  a  minor  by 
MoDapwrLooiBis:  Monsigncrf  Cox  told  her  fast  same  afesnoon  ahout  an  allegation  in  . ' 
fcc  g,mplanit  involving  Monsignor  Loomis.  She  has  never  smi  fta  Cmrml^  aad  did  • 
not  tew  any  of  ti»  details  concerning  the  aflegatfon  against  l/bxDsigtmUoa^. 

^«^D^t^2^^^^  officc^henshe  - 

abort  a  stoen^th^wi^  preparing  concemmg  the  child  sexual  abuse  albgatkm'fhat 
•  fiad      mal  against  Mpjragaor jlwnnis  that  would  bs  real  at  his  parish  at  the 
Cttn^^  Daycjassffs,       inrationed  during  ha:  telephone  discussion  tfaat  they  should 
mclude  m  the  statement  that  no  other  such  aHegattoms  had  fceen  received  against  ■■ 
Monsignor  Looods  in  flxe  past  • 

She  tolif mACTCD  whax  sf«  concluded  twr  telephone  discussion  that  she  had  tafca  a  call  a 
year  earlier  abimt  M^^r  r^omis  making  an  inappropriate  sexual  reftark  about  some  ■ 
•.alter  bay*  he  bad  taken  to  a  awtonung  PooLRS,A:  i  pressed  bcr  surprise  tod  told  her  she 
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'  IZZZt  1U  ^H*3?  Mon^  asked  W  to 

'   SKZSjS^^.^REDACTED  tak*  ^  what  *,  W8S 

SES'+„G^>d^5^^0-"  She  th^  told  Wm  to  take  out  the  line 
mte^MmtM  sa  previa  UtogaHow  invplymgMo^gaorLoomis. 

•"to^ftS^S^  ^^^^^of^writteaxeportonthe  earlier 

^ffitei?^^  ^  *  that  REDACTED 

RhUAU  I  tU^5ST5f J^J     ^  •         -  rePl!Wed  hef  ^REDACTED  gJj^REDACTED 

incident    '   ^    tfMbM^Ctt  «««d  Ma  copy  of  Iwrwrittsarspoit  on  ft* 


i 

i 
s 
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'   .    •  •      .  <•  PRIVILEGED  &  COrmi>ENTL4L 

REDACTED 

■On  January -12,  ^OQ^REDACTED  Wilmington,- CA  '• 

.   90744.REDACTED  J telqphonically furnished the following  ' 

retained  by  tfie  Clergy  Mscdhduet  Ch-ersight  Board  of  the  ArcMiocese  of  Los  Angeleato  ' 
ccn^ct  ^  uivesti^ti^  diatMori%iorRichaxa- 
Loomia 'sexuaJUiy  molested  Win  i«Mo  he  was  a  student  at  PafcerNostw  High  School  ih 
I971-72i'r"  •     ...     '  . 

•  REDACTED    -  . REDACTED.  4   .REDACTED,  • 

causa  nj  response  to  <  leaving  Ms  buawsss  card  in 

;  .        redacted  mailbox  oti  January-  9, 2004,  with  a  note  to  call  him  cfjocerniag-Msgr.  .< 

Richard  Ldomis.)-  -'  -  •  '•.  .  • 

He  left  ths  priesthood  inabout  1986  or  1987  and  subseouentrv  worked  as  redacted  • 
'  -redacted 

He  was  an  English  rnajor,  bat  minored  in  crixainology  in  college  and  hai^eraf police 
office  ffiendswrwmg^  .  - 

■the-pries&ood/HBspe^n^chof^  • 

'  with  him  pid  his  wife at  tic  large  home  they  own  ^redacted 
,,  •.  '  uatil.  they  died;  .-H&arid  his  wife  now  live  there  alone. 

•    -■  ' .  •  . "  '  •  ' 

-• 'to  midiioh  to  caring  for  his  paints  m 

regular  basis  during  iba  nast  t  Q  .years  Tine  h»«n  ifmtfai  hyREDACTED 
-     REDACTED  jjjs  memory  has  also  been  affected  by  •.. 

inoscneaini  condU&ons.as  he  has  always  been  an  avid  reader,  but  can  no  laager  retain  or 
.  "    .'  remsoibsr  somethmg  he  read  moments  earlier. 

.He  and  ffpl^Xoooakwcre  members  of  the  Brothers  of    PatrfcV  Orrfo  sn\4  Might     '  ' 
Pater  NosterJffighSehooI  at  the  same  time.  Msgr.  Looms,  -who  was  known  aa  Brother 
-  .  Becfcet-  at  that  ttroe,  was  the  Dean  of  Disc%lir*s  at  the  schooL  HeREDACTED  Wa3  ■ 
•  •  ^REDACTED    ,fhe  tWof  thettt  ^bsequently  sttendedSt  John's  Seminary  in  Ae 
'same  dass.of  abort  Ifi  seamarim  He  and  Richard  Logmis  were  fiiendssmd  "hung 
'  around  together"  with  4grxmp  of  brothers,  sardrarians  and  priests  during  thk  time  ; 
.  '  period  ^  last cont^wi^ 

fidw^s  fuheraL  •,.  , 

1     -  .KcrWdLoorniswitf*^^^ 
•   ,  '  .  period  mi  vo<^©^ 
■  bacJcgroWd." 

'  . .  He  wag  not  aware  that  IVtsgrr  Loomis  had  been  named  as  a  defendant  in  a  lawsuit  filed  by . . 

.  aforirier5rudeni&Pater>l^  " 
while  tie  was  aatuddnt  there  in  1971-72. 
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PXimj£GEP&  CONFWENTX.il  . 
'  Interview  of  REDACTED  'Continued 

•    ■  The  oaks  of  the  corr^kanant  in  that  la>reuitREDACTED     is  "fmB-if*  and  "rings  a  • 
.  bell,"  as  a  name  from' .the  past  at  Pater  Noster  High  School  but  tbatwasaU-ljiefei^cd  . 
about  the  name.  He  hadnof  memoiyor  recollection  'of  Redacted    as"a  person  or''  •  ' 
stadbnt  • 

Richard  ^brrrisVas r$>t  the  kind  of  person  to  engage  in  tot  type  of  conduct  tod  he 
nev«c  heard  anything  derogatory  about  him  in  thai  regard.  He  bad' no  recollection  of  ' 
.  •   ^  "Brother  Bccket"  socializirig  or  interacting  on  a  personal  basis  with  students;  at  Pater  ' 
Koster'Sigh  School.  Brofter  Bccket  "kept  bis  distance"  from  students  as  a.  faculty  •  • 
mcmb^and'tlieD^oflHs<^lrae.  "  ," 

'.REDACTED 


.',  He  baaBttle'or  no  contact  with  REDACTED  jfto-tlt^ai^hadrtorecailectipnof 

seeing  Mm  wife  Brdtirer  Becket  or  on  the'Pater  Noster  HLgh  School  campus,  Ho  did  not  ■■ 
•  know  if  REDACTED   and  Brother  Becket  were  ftiendly  or  spent-  any  time  together: '  ' 
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REDACTED 


Oti  January  13, 2004,  REDACTED    ,  age  55  REDACTED  ,  Valley Glen, 

CA,  tel^hoaei»imbe]REDACTED       .flinrish^thefoUtwmginfomatioato  , 
redacted  ^Q  himself as  iREDACTE D  retained  by  the-Clergy  . 

Misconduct  Oversight'  Board  of  the  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles  to  conduct  an 
investigation  fob  an  allegation  ByREDACTED     iftat  Monafgnof  Richard  Loimis 
sexually  molested  him  white  he  was  a  student  at  Pater  Ncster  High  School  in  I971r72: 


REDACTED 


telebhonicaliy  aoutacte<REDACTED  on  January  12, 2004  and  agreed  to  meet wth  . 
him  at  bis  isttm'extt.ifieiREDACTED  wiled  him  earlier  and  told  hifflREDACTED 

wanted  to  interview  him  cooccmmg  a  telephonic  report  she  took  from  him  in  December' 
'2002  about.'*  possibte.  sexual  misconduct  incident  involvbg  Monsignor  Richard  Loomis 
when  he  (Loomi's)  was  a.  seminarian  about  30  years  ago.) 

He  was  the"!!?!  child  in  a  family  0f DA0TED  :hildren.  that  were  raised  in  a  ^ery  devout  -  ^  • 
'  Catolic  home  in  die  San  Fernando  Valley.  His  older  brother redacted  ,  Js 

thspastOrbf Our Lady of MjdflaU Parish,  •"'  • 

He  attmded:SL  Elizabeth  Grade  School  fixra  the  first  through  the  third  grade  and  St  • 
Bridged;  of  Sweden  Grade  School  from  the  fourth  through  the  eighth  grade.  He  ■  •  ., 
graduated  from  O&amiiiadeBigh  School  and  attended  Fierce  Community  College  for  two 
years  after  that  He  attended  UCLA  for  one  quarter  before  "dropping  cmf-fora  few  years 
to'-e^e]dence^l4iippy  WT  and  protest  a^a»st  the  Viet  Nam  War.  He  dropped  his 
Catholic  religion  at  &af  dme'aad  became  a  "devout  pagan."  .-  >. 

He  returiied  to  UCLA  afthsage  of  23  in  foe  M  of  1971  and  graduated  cum  laude  with  a 
Bachelor  of  Aits'  degree  la  history  in  1 973.  He  had  a  "revelation  that  CMstianity  .'Wras  . 
religion"  during  a  disctoion  about  Christianity  with  a  professor  at  UCLA  and  returned  to 
hte  Catholic  m<rts^m  a  re^eduit^^  He  earned  his  Master 

of  Arts  degree  at  UCLA  ia  the  history  of  religion  and  the  history  of  science  as  it  relates'to 
reU^pn-in'^  spring-pf  1-977.  *  • 

.  He  cornplet^i  his  Phi),  studies  ill  the  history  ofrdigion  at  UCXAin  the  fell  of  1983.  He  - 
also  taught  religious  itudie*  and  the  history  of  religion  at  Cali&aaa  State  Wversity,  Los 
Angelesr  and  Galifornia  State  University,  Nerthridge,  during  that  time  period. 

.  He  was  a  raiting jproffeasor fa theology  at  JLoycJa-Marymoimi  University  m  1989,' and  the 
director  of  the  McrMthCeritsr  add  the  ombudsm^ at  Occidental  College  from  1991  to- 
1995..  He  was  the  associate  ombudsman  at  Califema  State  University,  Irvine,  from  199/7 
through;  1999.  He  was  the  associate  ombudsman  at  UCLA  from  the  summer  of  1999  to . . 

• '  Ajpril  2000. '  After  ikati  he  began  teaching  world  religions  and  the  history  of  Christianity 
-and  Islam-at  Valley.Coilege,  where  is  still  employed  as  a  professor.  He  abb  teaches  part 

■;th»e  at  East  Loa  Angele*  College,  Southgatc  Carnpua.  He  has  applied  for  a  full  time 

.  teaefcihg position  at I^yok-MarymonntUiav«csity. 
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He  was  mairied  id  l$76>nd  lie  and  his  wife  subsequently  had     crnldreiv  a  son  who  is 
ttow25  andada»^ter.whbisnow-2'0.  He  and  Ms  wife  separated  in  1998  after  she 
embraced  the  Jewish  'religion  'and  other  problems  surfaced  in' their  marriage.,  He  REm^'D 
subsequently  obtained  an  annulment  of  their  marriage.  He  has  a  girlfriend  earned 
who  teaches  rsEgipn  at  Xoimacalate  Heart  High  School  in  Hollywood. 

'  He  has  been  co-Ghaic  of  .the  Los  Angeles  Archdiocese  Buddhist  Catholic'Dialogue  since 

•  i989-whenREDACjED  asked  to'start  thai  orgamzation.  He  is  also  wb 
Catholic  educator,  for  tjie  Catholic  Jewish  Educational  Enrichment  Program  (CJEEP.) ' 

In'  the  spring  of  1974,  he  xnoyed'kto  a  big  house  on  Sunset  Boulevard  in  Pacific- '  • 
Palisades  with  four-other  ,  araduate  students  and  a  remaricabio  professor  of  history  and 
religion  at  UGLA  riamWREDACTED  and  his  wife  .and  two  children.'  He  lived  there  &*  ■; 

.  ,two  years  and  '"began  to'  become  Catholic  again."  He  attended  church  services 'at  Corpus  • 
C^ti  Parish  jaflarPadficPadisadcs  during  that  time.  He  also  became  acuVein  the 

'  Newman  Center  at  UCLA'. ."  { 

In  the  summer  of  I974yhe  began  attending  a  one  night  a  weak  bible  class- at  Corpus  . 
Christi  Parish.'  that  .was,  taught  by  a  young  seminarian  named  Richard  Loomis  who  Was. .  ■ 
assigned  to  the  .parish  for  a  sujmher  internship.  The  class  was  about  the  revelation  of  the 

•  power'and  roysteyof  the  Gospel.  Richard  Loomis  knew  his  subject  and  was.  a  very 'good 
teacher,  '  •  ' 

;  .Loomia'w'as  msatfaliy  aharp- and  flic  two  pf  them  connected  on  an  intellectual  lwel  \They 
were  around  the  same  age  at  thai  time.  He  was  23  or  24.  He  andLoomis  did  not  become 
friends  or  socialize  together,  but  enjoyed  a  good  rapport  in  the  classroom  and  continued 
to  tall*  about  .the  subject  matter  after  flic  class  session  ended.  The  class  lasted  for  abojrt 
four  weeks.    .  -  •  '  :    ■  • .  •  • 

'  jLooaais  was  "iin^Mt  short  and  pudgy,  wore  glasses  and  had  some  acne- type  blemishes  or 
reddiah-spotsoit  his  face.".'  . 

•  Some  tinie  around  the  end'  of  the  bible  class,  wMch/would  have  been  in  the  summer  of . 

'  1£74,  Eocknu^kvfted*hna-tb^  apool  ina-pubEc 

r^^ewi^ovrt^de  Pacific.  Palisades.  He  didoot  know  what  Loomis's  role  was  in 
•the"  outingt  but  assumed  it  was  part  ofins  intern  duties  for  mcpatish..  ; .  - 

He  did  act  rec^  if  he  jmn^  Loo^ 

'  residence  wb&Loop&i&s  staying  at  thetime.  He  probably  parked  his  car  at  one  of 
those  locations  and  rods  tothe'paric  with  Loomis  In  Ms  car.  He  remembered  Ixwmis/s . 
car  being  a  "fairly  new  model*  white  compact  with  front  and  rear  seats.  He  dM  rrot'recall 
if  it.  bad  two  doors  or  four  doors.  The  two  of  mem  wore  casual  clothes  and  did  not  bring 
thejrkw^mtingtttmlix  '',  ■  ' 
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He  did  not  recall  how-'long  it  took  for  him  and  Loomis  to  get  to  the  park  or  what  direction 
they 'went  m  from  their  point  of  departure,  Loomis  did  not  sayor  do  anything  untoward 
during  (heir- drive  to  the  park. 

.  Approxfcrratcly  2.0  Latino  boys  and  girls  around  the  ages  of  12  to  1 3  were  getting  oat  of  a 
.  yellow  school  bus  near  the  swirirmiagpool  at  the  park  when,  he  and  Loonus. arrived  there 
in'the  late  morning  or  early  afternoon.  He  assumed  that  the  youths  were  from  an  injder. 
city  school.-  .'  •  •■  ■ 

He  and  Loorois  were  standing  outside  the  chain  link  fence  around  the  s^knxamg  pool 
.  watching  the  hoys  and  'girls  as  thay  fronted  in"  the- pool  when  Loornis  pointed  toward  a 
group  of  the  beys  and  said  something-like,  "Look  at  thcirt  They  don't  know'what  they've 
grit  between  their  legs."  LoonjiS  may  have  added,  "They  don't  even  know  they  have  an  • 
-erection-or  a  haid-onj".^  describing  an  obvious  reference  to"  the  outline  of  the  00x5' 
penis??  beiag'apparerit  to  Loomis  and  him  due  to  tacir  tight,  wet  swim  trunks.  He  was 
taken  abackby  Loorais's  comment,  but  passed  it  off  by  replying  something  to  the'  effect 
that;  "I'm  nrtapsted  in.  looking  at  girls,  "not  boys,"  even  though  the  girlp  at  the  pool  were 
not  mattos  enough  to;  have  attractive  figures.  Us  made  that  corxunerit  th  an  attempt  to 
change  the  subject-  raid  fet.l^mis  know  he  was  not  interested  hi  looking'  at  boys  in  tight. 
"  swianning trunks,  ■"       '.  ;         "    '  , 

•  '  , 

;  He  thought  ft  was  "sort  of  weird"  that  Loomis  would  coniment  about  die  boys"  sexuality 
;•  in  tiii  marto«v  I^oxrns  made  a  few  more  comments  of  a  sexual  nature  that  he' felt  were 
inappropriate,  but  be'did  riot  recall  what  those  cornrnerj&'were.  "He  1st  Loomis  know  ha 
'waaroigleatthetinteaitf'b^  .'  , 

He'arid  Loomis  bad  hrnc}i  with  the  boys  and  girls  at  some  tables  near  the  pool  and  then 
everyori-iefHaepark.  They  were  there  for  aprffoxrmatcty'two  bouts.  He  did  not  .recall  if 
.  other  adults  were  present,  but  assumed  there  were  since  the  boys  and  girls  arrived  and  left' 
'  in'  a  schooi'bus.  Loo>nis  did  riot  say  anything  inappropriate  around  tbe-hoya  and  girte  to 
bis  knowledge."  He  acted  like  a  xwmial  adult  in  tb^  presence,       .  ,  • 

'.At  sows'  point  dnjtmg-that  day  he  referred  to  Richard  Loomis  as. "Dick,"  and  Loomis' 
coxtf^iim  by.saying  bo  wanted  to  be  called  Ri<&ard,  not  Dick,  because  he.  did  not  like: 
■  the  cbnaotarion  attached  tp  the  name  "Dick." 
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He  w^rlM  froml^jomis'aflcr  gjwi«nd  did  not  see  Mm  again  TartU  its  Fail  or  Winter 
gf 2002  when  he  aod  las  girlfriend        attended  a  confeaatton  mass  and  cwoTJony  at 
St  Charles  dmrch  in  Nc^  Bollywood  tod  lw  tecogmzed  Richard  Loonris's  nasys  iirfbs 
isrograto.REDACTED  bashes  re^ioJi  at  Immaculate  Heart  High  School  ft  HoHywood  aod 
spine  of  her  stadeafs  were  being  conflimed  at<tfasl  mass.  ' 

■  Richard  tponys  vraa  jwe  of  sevwal  priests  that  were  asdstifig  the  bishop  m  die' 

!  confiiniation  cerrarwny  that  Sararday.  He  picked  Looajis  ont  among  ttw  priests  at  the  . 

,'  -"aIiw-and!^dt(REDACTfe^'^,»hlm!REDACTED  " 

'   :  :  "  "REDACTED 

RREDACTED 


-He  "feltwrird"  after  fewgnfadag  Lpomis  as  that  senriaarian  and  i&ertc^ty'stepf& " 
iotoaiwu^liaetoirecd^ 

Laonlis  was  giving  conufipnioa  at  the  from  of  the  line  be  and REDACTED  w<ne  in,  Hw  past ' 
incident  tkegwftto  p  eteolato'in  me"  after  seeing  locals  n*  the  r^ 
aSswtin&fee  bftaoff  in  a  aitifinnation  ceremony  and  giving  cormnufiiaq^a  the  . 
'parishioners.  He^sequently  Ift^cdfhstMoc^^ 
^the^hdib<^e'ai^ti!^^ 

incident  in  vic\v  of  the  Church's  problems  with  the  sexual  abuse  of  minors'  fry  priests.  . 
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REDACTED 


'  ^Fe?^o2^REDACTE?   U«e  Martyr  CathoHc 

-  Churchi  1900  S-  Prospect  Aye.,  Redondo  Beach,  CA  90177,  telephone  number  '{3101 

following  information  to  REDACTED  ^  identified  ^  a  ■ 

1  tu      rained  by  the  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board  of  the- 
.    ArcMiocese  0f  j^s  Angeles  to  conduct  an  investigation  into  an  allegation  by REDACTEb  " 
.  redacted     Monsignor.Richard  loomis  sexually  molested  him  while  lie  was  a  student  . 
atPatat  Noater  High  School  in  1971-72; 

Hein^  ]V^..^ch^dLtJoous-k  the  summer  of  1974  whea  ha  (REDACTED  wasths. 
associate  pastoi:  at  .Corpjis  Christi  Parish  and  grade  school  in  Pacific  Palisades  aiid  ' 
.Richard  hocms  ym  a  senynariajj  assigned  to  perform  various  duties  at  the  parish  during  • 
,  bKsummprb^ifroni  St  John  Senary  in  Caxoarillo.  H«  RED^CTED    )  Vas  foe 
.    associate  pastorat  Corpus  Qnisn'  Parish  farm  JtMe  1  W  thmu^  February  1977-  He 
pretty  much  ran  the  parish  asthepastor.REDACTED         was  gdps  much  of  tih?  ' 
'  tune,  redacted  died  14  years -ago.  " 

.  Richard  Loomis  grew  up  in' Pacific  Palisades  and  stayed  at  Ws  r^r^t*'  bx>me  there- during 
"  his  summer  break fifcm  the  seminary.  His  erandfetherREDACTED  redacted  . 
•  REDACTED 

Richard  Eoomts  had'nreviously  taught  at  nearby  St  Monica  High  School  when  he'was  a 
^g^f^f  ^BOrd,fer  «*  St  Patrick  prior  to  entering  the  seminary  to  become  a  priest-,  "  ■ 
.  REDACTED       'who  w&abrofterintheaame.jreh^io^ 
.Monica  Histi  School  and  attended  St  JoImSOTinaryatthes^etimea^IUchard 
Looiois.REDACTED      ieft  the  priesthood  years  later  under  a  cloud  of  allegations  of  • 
-sexual  misconduct  involving  young  boys. 

•  -It.struck ;  him  asa  bit  odd  at  1he'.time  that  Richard  Loomis  always  had  a  Mowing  of  fifth"' 
and  sixth  grade  boys  with  him  "when  he  performed  Ms  assigned  duties,  most  of  which 
■  involved  cleaning  chores  at  the  parish  and  school.  Something  about  the  presence  of 
young  boyaarpujnd'lx>oini8  atall  tunes  bomeied  him,  bat  he  did  »ot  take  issue  wifhit  ■  * 
.until,  the  summer  of  1974  when  the  p^ts  of  a  fifth  grade  boy  namedREDACTED 
complained  to  him  about  .aao&er  young  man  hanging  around,  the  school  and  having  too' 
ranch  personal  and  tdephqnic  contact  with  their  son, 

Tha  p'erson'in  question  was  a  good  looking  young  man  from  Ireland  who  was  a  chauffer 
fo*REDACTED  and  would  often  drop  off  and  pickup  '  , 

REDAo,tu   etghthgradesdn,  ^who  attended  St  Monica  Grade  School  at  the  tin*. 
The  youitg  man,  who  may  have  been  an  aspirmg  actor  while  semng  as REDACTED  ' 
chauffer.-began  showing  up  on  the  School  grounds  even  whciiREDACTED  was  not  there  and 
■apparently  showed  a  lot  of  interest  ^redacted         .REDACTED        *  were' 
vary  upset  when"  they  came  to  him  to  complain  aboutREDACTED  dMu^'hanHmK 


'REDACTED 


around  the  school  and  droppijsg  oyer  ealKuB  uieh  home  to  talk  with  ;REDACTED  \ge  ( 
redacted  tol(j  ^  redacted  ,  fa  wouId         redacted    about  their  concerns  and  put 
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.      .  '  JWervi&v 0/RED ACTED  -Continued 

.  '        '  .  PRIVILEGED  &  CONFtt>mtIAL 

a  stop  to  the  young  man  spending  time  on  the  school  grounds.  He  subsequently  spoke 
^REDACTED    f  d  redacted^  Mm  later  t^t  hThad  t^tcd  thSlr  ^d 
sent  3nni  back  to  Ireland..  .  .. 

•'  l«i%'sataeme^ngMththeREDACTED  however,  they  told  Mm  that  theV^d 
•    otbw  parents  of  boys  ia  the  school  were  concerned  about  Richard  Loomis  "hanrihie  • 

R^^fTJ**!  V?TTJE°  ak> Wmatthattime^tttoC     ' ' 
^     ^  had  told  them  that  Richard  Loomis  had  "fondled  or  groped"  him  in  the 

■  ,  swimimrig  pool  af  their  home  or  possibly  at  another  location. 

•  •  Ri?S£d  L°omis?  P91"^  o™***  a  b?g  house  near  the  intersection  ofSmisetBcratovard 
andCh^tauqnaBori^kPadliDPaHsadcs.  Hedidnotlmowifthcrewasa'- 
swimcnng  pool  on,  their  property. 

£fe  told  fee  REDAC^TED  ^  ft,-^  ^  ^  ^ 

their  parish  and  school  in  the  future.  .  1  '  ■ 

REDACTED^  ^e  'wctl-to-do  cREDACTED  i*  the  Us. Angles 

•  wea  faw'wn  ^redacted     He  ha*  staoe  died,  b«t  his  wife  is  «1    S ' 

'  R^TB?  **  REDACTE°:      ™*  ™  ^^SThr^^^S^rA 

■  •mm^'ir^iv^REDACTED  ar^ar^yocWononlyone.occHsion. 
Kictiarfl  i^omia  nadieorapwraa  ms  summer  assignment  aj  gt  Monica  Parish  by  fhcu  or 
v^6oon  thereafter.  ^.^notcanftwttL<»mfe  ' 
made  we  Lcomi?  was  not  around  children  and  never  returned  to  the  parish  or  school  as  a  • 

-semmanan aiter that     ■.,   >  .  ; 

&  J^SSS^         a  bfi5le  0011X88  at     ckisti  Pariah 

tne  summer  of  1974  or  at  ■any  other  time. 

rSaote?*^01^ ,had  f4irly  regu!ar  Msgr.  Richard  loomis  when  he  REDACTED 

•  ^dMp.I^s  was  Vicar  for  Clergy  th^rc.  Hed^dnotnave^F^r^lisuMwiai 
Msgr.  Loomis  during  that  tune..  ■ 

^rnentioswd  the  iacidetrf  involving  Richard  toorois  and  REDACTED"    to  some6ne 
—  If  ^  ^"P^n  suggested  he  call  Msgr.  Craig  Cox  about  it,  wjhjchhe  did 

reoenuy  after  noticing  mm  internal  comrtmnioation  to  all  priests  that  Msgr.  Richard 
.  Loomis  was  named  as*  defendant  in  a  child  sexual  abtwe  lawsuit  filed  against  the 
Arcftdxeeese.  Msgr..  Cox  told  him  he  would  refer  das  matter  toREDACTED  ^ 
.  head  of  the  Clergy  J^conductOversight  Board  for  the  Archdiocese,  and  someone  would 
•oe.m  touch  with  him  cor#emirig  the  matter. 
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Interview  ^REDACTED  ^Cv/itUaied 
PRIVILEGED  &  CONFIDENTIAL 


, REDACTED 


redacted  wha  now  lives  in  j^g  Ji^s  ii^ver  brought  up  the  groping  incident  ' 

;  mvajymg  mcbzrd  Lootois  with  :REDACTEDand  redacted^        meatim£,d  Jt  to 

REDACTED  redacted  request  to  call  REDACTED  .explain  tiie  ' 
"  ^^'^ff^?  Wsgr.  Loomis  resulting  few  the  lawsuit  fikd  against  fiim 
.and  th^Axchdwcese  of  Log  Aiigefcs  for  alleged  sextiat  abuse  of  a  minor,  and  ask  him  if 
he  would.be  willing  to.teIephonically  discuss  with  Canonical  Aud*toREDACTED  the 
details-pf  the  incident. involving  Rjchatd  Loomis  reportedly  grooms  tin,  ™  »  ^m^W 
pool  m^proxu^tely  1974,  redacted  readily  agreed  tocall  RE DACTE D  J. 
breach  this-' suki  pf*  wf+h       f»w+i  s..^-...  ..       •   -  RFDACTFn  • 


breach  this' subject  withMtn.  Uk  purpose  of  setting  the  stage  for 
telephomcafly  coofcict  and  interview  him  concerning  that  matter. 


to 
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PJlXyjOLEGED  &  CONFXQENTLU. 

REDACTED 


OfrFebroary  6,  2Q04.REDACTED  tclephorrically  furnished  the 

r2&*  U!f0ri^On  »  REDACTED  wfao  {(tel£ified  ^  ^REDWd         ^  ^ 

retained  by  the,  qergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board  of  the  Archdiocese  of  Loa 
.  Angeles  to .conduct  anavwtiB^oofato  an  allegation  byREDACTED  thatMoMaw 

He  is'a  REDACTED  4.  V1 

_^  ■  -He  does  cot  have  a  problem  with  cooperating  m 

RiDACTED4!^^0^^^  ^«^rd  Loomia  because  of  the  sariou^  o^L 
v»  ,      v  2SSTSrJUU.,,rBfcr  notto  be  ^  Htigatioa  that  may  follow 

•  l13^  ff  Wer,  he  will  derate  fa  any 

niatterts  considered  important  v 

■  REDACTED     •  .5,  j 

provided  his  telephone  number  to  redacted  bttt  ^  his  aufflber  ^ 
address  become  a  natter  of  record.  He  asked'that  REDACTEDcail  bin  if  additional 
iniormation  or  cooperation  is  needed  from  him.  ; 

■  t^^P^'^  ttcirr&rfiily.Hved  in  a  home  near  Corpus  ChrM  Parish  and  grade  school 
,  •  in  Pactfc  Facades  and y<as  very  active  in  the  pariah  and  sciwoL  He  became  an  altar 
eoy  when  he  was  m the  second  grade  and  that  subsequently  put  in  contact  with  fiichard 

•  Inarms  by  the  tunejus  wasintha  fourth  grade.  There  wee  priests  and  rams  "all  over  Hie 
-  pwjr^flw  Parish  and  school  and  he  probably  assumed  that  Richard  JLoomis  was  a 

pnestjfc  dufnot  recall  his  being  a  seminarian  or  religious  brother,  bat  at  his  age  at  the 
tulw,.^ey^€all^r^.sarncwtohirn.•  .  \ 

IBs i  parents  werevery  involved  in  the  pariah  and  school  and  priests  were  frequent  guests 
m  their  home.  There  was  thus  no  reason  for  bin*  or  his  p^rente  to  be  a^rhewe  or 
ove^rotecttve  about  hia  being  around  a  priest  connected  with  the  parish  or  school: 
fatfaisr^brc^^ercJesoa  educated.-  . 

AB  ^f  ¥d3  **  *B  8011001  ^"Wok**  Loomia  and  towasv^respcTOryetofltern.  He 
•  ^nsed,  howevw,  that  Loomis  treated  him  "special"  k  tote  gave  him  more  attention ' 
thanhc^edfor«heibby5hu«age.  >      ,  " 

Richard  Loonus  invited  lrim  to  his  parents'  home,  which  was  less  than  a  mile  away  from 
las  parents'  honie  ^Pacific  Palisades,  to  use  their  swimming  pool  on  three  or  "four 
oceans  during  what  was  probably  the  summer  of  1974  whan  he  would  have  been  in  the 
fourffi  grade.'  looms  Ibid  him  on  all  those  occasions  that  other  boys  had  also  been 
invited  to  Join,  them  at  the  pool,  hut  on  each  such  occasion  the  two  of  them  were  there 

^  M*  ltcaU:S5ein8  Look's  parents  or  any  other  adults  atfhe.Looniis  house. 
His  best  recollection' is  tJiat  he  and  Loomis  were  there  alone  on  each  such  occasion. 
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./.^../REDACTED  ^miH11^ 

F2IV1LEGED  &  CONFIDENTIAL 


XbomiB  picked  him  «p  ta     cat  ^  w  redacted  • 

occasions  and  drove  him  to  hhn^L  „„  i         ■  parOTK    me  0n  *qse  three  or  ftur 

'    *****  the  W  of  it  ■H.aVoided  LooSsXS  *i,Spareilte  -P00'  • 

■pangh  and.school  aod;  that-was  &e  last  he  ever  saw  ofMnT^  ttsappear^F  frdm  the . 
■  I=ocmia  nufy  have  been  a  repeat  iSeoda  with  other  £S  j£T^l«T^  7^  Richfd 
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PXMLEGED  i  CONFIDENTIAL 
Interview  a/'R  ED  ACTED  .  Con&utd 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 
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PRIVILEGE  &.  CONFIDENTIAL 

REDACTED 

(Addendum  to  previous  Interview  report) 

On^bm^v 9. 7.004,  REDACTED  redacted  teIephonically  1WOTftlcted 

KLDAC  I  LD        to  asic  nrm  some  follow-up  questions  concerning  himself  and  the 
information  he  furnished  on  February  6, 2004  when  he  stated  that  Richard  Loomis 
fondled  him  on  three  or  four  occasions  in  1 974  after  inviting  him  to  swim  in  the  pool  at 
his  (Loomis')  parents'  home  in  Pacific  Palisades. 


He  is    years  of  age,  married  and  has  a  son,  age  "  and  a  daughter,  age     He  attended 
Loyola  High  School  and  Loyoia-Maxymoiuit  University,  His  father  was  a  Loyola- ' 
Marymount  graduate  and  his  uncle  was  a  Jesuit  priest.  He  has  many  friends  who  are 
priests  and  values  their  friendship.  He  has  never  let  Richard  Loomis'  misconduct  in  this 
regard  affect  his  high  regard  for  the  many  good  priests  he  has  known  and  befriended 
since  that  happened.  j 

He  has  been  a  RE DACTED  He  has  never  been  arrested'for  anything.  He  has 

never  experienced  any  emotional  or  psychological  problems  as  a  result  of  being  molested 
by  Richard  Loomis. 

He  had  no  recollection  of  Richard  Loomis  ever  changing  into  a  swim  suit  or  joining  him 
in  the  swimming  pool  while  he  swam  alone.  He  had  no  recollection  of  Loomis  ever 
disrobing  or  exposing  himself  when  he  fondled  him  as  he  was  changing  into  his  swim 
suit  and  later  back  into  his  street  clothes. 

"i 

He  did  not  know  if  any  of  the  other  students  at  Corpus  Christi  grade  school  in  Pacific 
Palisades  were  molested  by  Richard  Loomis.  He  had  no  recollection  of  anyone 
mentioning  anything  like  that  to  him.  He  was  much  more  friendly  and  outgoing  than  the 
other  boys  at  the  school  and  Loomis  may  have  been  attracted  to  him  for  that  reason.  He 
is  still  close  with  many  of  his  schoolmates  from  Corpus  Christi  grade  school,  but  would 
be  reluctant  to  ask  them  about  that  because  it  would  mean  revealing  to  his  friends  what 
Richard  Loomis  did  to  him.   .  . 

REDACTED 

expressed  his  satisfaction  that  something  was  finally  being  done  about  Richard 
Loomis  at  this  time  because  he  has  wondered  in  the  past  if  Loomis  had  molested  other 
kids  after  he  was  sexually  abused  by  him  in  1974. 
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Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles  July  22, 2004 

3424  WilsMre  Boulevard 
Los  Angeles,  California  900 1 0 

Re:  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 
Dear  REDACTED 


In  the  event  that  they  might  be  of  interest  or  assistance  to  you,  I  am  enclosing 
some  comments  on  the  information  which  has  been  gathered  by  your  investigators  and 
others.  I  use  the  word  "information"  because  none  of  the  material  constitutes  either 
canonical  or  civil  "evidence".  It  is  the  hearsay  of  what  an  investigator  says  a  witness  told 
him.  The  one  performing  the  canonical  investigation,  however,  "has  the  same  powers 
and  obligations  as  an  auditor  in  a  process"  rCannn  1717(3))  The  canonical  auditor 
(investigator)  is  consequently  bound  to  take  evidence  only  as  prescribed  in  canons  1 526 
-1586  (especially  canons  1558-1570)  dealing  with  "Proofs". 

Because  it  is  now  more  than  six  months  since  the  canonical  investigation  was 
initiated  and  I  am  unaware  of  any  canonical  evidence  having  yet  been  taken.  I  earnestly 
urge  you,  to  begin  this  process  as  soon  as  possible  injustice  to  Monsignor  Loomis. 

Monsignor  Loomis  is  prepared  to  testify  under  oath  to  deny  the  allegations. 
Canon  1728(2)  does  not  prevent  Monsignor  Loomis  from  voluntarily  taking  an  oath. 
Please  let  me  know  the  earliest  time  you  can  take  this  testimony. 

I  will  be  away  from  September  29  to  October  29, 2004  but  will  make  myself 
available  to  you  anytime  from  now  to  September  28th.  Please  advise  me  when  the 
testimony  of  any  party  or  witness  is  to  be  taken  so  that  I  may  attend  (Canon  1 559). 


Thank  you  for  your  courtesy  and  attention. 


cc:  Monsignor  Graig  A.  Cox,  J.C.D. 
REDACTED 

His  Eminence  Roger  Cardinal  Mahony 
Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 


Resnectfullv  and  sincerp.1v 
REDACTED 


MEMORANDUM  TO  FILE 


RE:  Richard  Loomis/  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 
July  OA, 3.00  4  ■ 
REDACTED  work-product 


COMMENTS  AND  QUESTIONS  ON  INFORMATION  OBTAINED 
ARCHDIOCESAN  INVESTIGATORS  AND  OTHERS 


REDACTED 
1)  ALLEGATION: 

A)  REDACTED     himself  has  refused  to  bring  his  allegation  directly  to  the 
Archdiocese  and  has  refused  to  even  speak  to  any  canonical  official. 

B)  Neither  REDACTED    nor  anvorie  else  has  presented  any  fact  or  witness  to 
corroborate  the  REDACTED  claim  contained  in  his  civil  law  suit. 

C)  Monsignor  Loomis  has  denied  the  allegation  and  will  deny  it  under  oath.. 

D)  The  interviews  with  REDACTED 

REDACTED        all  give  testimony  to  the  unblemished  reputation  of  Richard  Loomis, 
as  a  Brother  and  as  a  Priest.  They  never  heard  any  improper  conduct  alleged  about 
Loomis.  Their  testimony  goes  only  to  prove  the  extreme  unlikelihood  that  Loomis 
could  have  sexually  abused  any  student  at  Pater  Noster  High. 

E)  Monsignor  Loomis  and  others  can  give  evidence  that  the  physical  living 
quarters  of  the  Brothers  and  the  physical  setup  of  the  classrooms  and  hallways  of  the 
School  would  make  it  virtually  impossible  for  any  brother  to  carry  out  the  alleged 
activity  at  the  school  without  being  observed. 

F)  jf  Redacted  alleges  tnat  he  Xo\&  omers  0f  the  alleged  abuse,  it  would  be 
important  to  ascertain  from  them,  when  and  exactly  what  he  told  them,  the 
circumstances  of  his  telling  them,  and  whether  he  told  them  specifically  that  the,  or  an, 
abuser  was  Loomis.  Judgment  would  then  have  to  be  made  on  the  credibility  of  the 
witnesses  and  if  they  have  any  motive  for  so  testifying.  Their  testimony  would  still  be 
hearsay  and  thus  subject  to  the  strictest  scrutiny. 

G)  Why  did  REDA^TED  wait  so  long  to  bring  suit?  Why  did  he  file  a  civil  suit  but 
never  bring  his  allegation  to  the  Archdiocese?  If  he  ever  claims  to  have  told  a  priest 
about  the  alleged  abuse,  why  did  that  priest  never  report  it  to  the  Archdiocese? 

Did  his  financial  situation,  including  his  bankruptcy  of  January  28, 2003  play  any  part  iri 
his  filing  a  civil  law  suit  for  damages? 


2. 


H)  There  is  simply  no  evidence,  not  even  the  testimony  of  the  accuser,  which 
could  give  one  moral  certitude  thatLoomis  sexually  abusedREDACTEDin  1971-72. 

2)  REDACTED  ALLEGATION: 

Monsignor  Loomis  denies  this  allegation  and  will  give  evidence  to  that  effect 
under  oath. 

A)  REDACTED         information  raises  many  question  about  its  credibility. 
REDACTED should  be  questioned  canonically  under  oath  and  I  will  submit  him  as  a 
witness. 

1 .  REDACTED  claims  the  REDACTEDparents  complained  to  him  that  REDACTED 
chaufferi*EDACTH)  was  "  showing  a  lot  of  interest  in  REDACTED,  hanging  around  the  school  and 
dropping  by  or  calling  their  home  to  talk  with  redacted  (Note:  no  allegation  that  this 
man  ever  sexually  touchedREDACTED  or  thatREDACTED  said  he  did) 

In  the  same  conversation,  saysREDACTED ,  theREDACTED   told  him: 

a)  "other  parents  were  concerned  about  Richard  Loomis  "hanging 
around  kids  all  the  time".  (Since  m€REDACTED  discussed  these  things  with  other  parents 
they  would  presumably  also  have  told  these  parents  about  b) 

b)  REDACTED  told  them  that  Loomis  had  "fondled  and  groped  him  in 
the  swimming  pool"  ( In  his  phone  conversation  withREDACTED    says  it  was  in  the 
house  while  changing;  seems  it  would  have  been  easier  in  the  pool! ! !) 

But,  inexplicably: 

a)  REDACTED  immediately  acts  on  the  lesser  charge,  a  layman  with  too 
much  interest  irREDACTEDbut  no  abuse  of  him.  He  calls  the  man's  employer  and  not  only 
gets  him  fired  but  sent  out  of  the  country. 

b)  With  the  more  serious  charge,  a  seminarian  actually  molesting  a 
young  boy,  he  does  nothing  at  all.  He  does  not  report  it  to  the  Pastor,REDACTED 

or  to  anyone. REDACTED  report  says  "HeREDACTED  did  not  confront  Loomis  or  report  the 
incident  at  the  time". 

redacted  says5  however,  that  he  told  theREDACTED  that  he  would 
"make  sure  Loomis  was  not  around  at  their  parish  or  school  in  the  future".  He  does  not 
state  exactly  what  he  did  "to  make  sure".  There  is  no  evidence  that  REDACTEDever  anv 
such  action  or  that  he  could  have  on  his  own.  Loomis  was  never  kept  away  from 
children,  the  parish  or  the  school  byREDACTED  or  anyone  else. REDACTED  says  that  he  "made 
sure  that  Loomis  never  returned  to  the  parish  or  school  as  a  seminarian"  after  the  1973 
summer  of  the  alleged  incident.  Loomis  did  return  to  the  parish  when  on  vacation  the 
following  summer  (1974),  taught  a  six  weeks  course  at  the  parish  that  summer,  and 
continued  to  participate  in  Sunday,  Easter  and  Christmas  liturgies  whenever  he  was 


home  for  vacation  until  his  ordination  in  May  of  1975. 

Loomis  lived  at  his  family  home  in  Corpus  Christi  parish  during  the 
1973, 1974  summer  vacations  from  the  seminary.  In  the  summer  of  1 973  he  worked  at 
the  church  and  school,  cleaning  etc.  and  served  mass  there  on  Sundays.  There  were  no 
children  "hanging  around"  while  he  worked  at  Corpus  Christ.  In  his  work ,  cleaning  the 
church  and  school,  Loomis  worked  with  scaffolds,  chemicals  and  a  hydraulic  lift.. 
Loomis  denies  any  kids  hung  around  while  he  worked  and  independent  witnesses  who 
saw  and/or  directed  and/or  oversaw  Loomis'  work  never  saw  kids  hanging  around 
Loomis,  adding  that  it  would  have  been  dangerous  for  children  to  do  so. 

In  the  summer  of  1974  Loomis  worked  downtown  (not  at  Corpus  Christi) 
during  the  week  and  was  at  home  only  at  night  and  on  weekends.  He  attended  and  served 
Mass  at  the  Church.  He  had  very  little  contact  with  families  at  Corpus  Christ,  except  in 
passing. 

In  1 974,  the  summer  after  the  alleged  incident,  Dick  taught  a  six  weeks  night 
course  on  the  Gospel  of  Mark  at  Corpus  Christi  with  the  approval  of  the  Pastor, 
REDACTED       and  an  announcement  in  the  Church  bulletin.  While  home  on 
vacations  Loomis  always  participated  at  Sunday  Mass,  Christmas  and  Easter  services. 
Children  were  around.  No  restrictions  were  ever  placed  Loomis'  activities  by  anyone. 

With  respect  toREDACTED assertion  that  theREDACTED  told  him  that  "other 
parents"  of  boys  in  the  school  were  concerned  about  Richard  Loomis"  hanging  around 
kids  all  the  time": 

-  REDACTEDhas  not  presented  or  named  any  parent  who  expressed  any 

such  concern".  Has  REDACTED  ? 

-  several  parents,  however,  close  to  theREDACTED  and  with  children  in 
the  same  school,  have  said  and  would  testify  that  they  never  heard  or  s 
shared  any  such  concern  about  Loomis. 

2)  REDACTED  says  that  during  the  time  Loomis  was  Vicar  for  Clergy  REDACTED 
did  not  have  any  "personal  issues  with  Monsignor  Loomis".  This  is  not  quite  true. 
Monsignor  Loomis  had  had  to  take  disciplinary  action  against  a  priest  who  was  close  to 
and  a  sort  of  protege  0fREDACTED.  REDACTEDvas  not  at  an  pleased  with  the  manner  in  which 
Loomis,  Vicar  for  Clergy,  handled  the  case  and  let  his  disagreement  be  known  to 
Loomis.  The  priest  in  question  left  his  last  meeting  with  Loomis  in  anger,  turning  to  say 
redacted get  you  for  this".  He  did  not  say  "I  will  get  you  for  this"! 

Coincidentally  perhaps,  but  it  was  after  that  time,  and  after  some  thirty 
years,  thatREDACTED  mentioned  the  alleged  incident  to  "someone"  (who?  and  why?)  who 

REDACTED 

suggested  he  call  Monsignor  Cox.  The  entire  allegation  was  brought  out,  not 

by  REDACTED  jj-Qt  byREDACTED       who  thereafter  acted  as  mediary  for  REDACTED 
phone  contact  with^fJf0,  unfortunate  for  investigative  purposes. 


says  he  had  never  "brought  up  the  groping  incident  involving 


Loomis  withREDACTED  and R E dacte d  ^  never  mentioned  it  to  him"  -  not  until  ]Redacted 
"readily  agreed  (atREDACTED  request)  to  callREDACTED,  explain  the  nature  of  the 
investigation",  and  "set  the  stage"  for  REDACTED:o  inteviewREDACTED  about  the  matter. 
It  would  be  of  value  to  know  the  content  of  the  REDACTED     phone  call. 

3)    Why  doe:REDACTED  irrelevantly  and  gratuitously  volunteer  information  to 

REDACTEDaboutREDAQTED  ^  «{q&  ^  priesthood  years  later  a  clpud  Qf 

allegations  of  sexual  misconduct  involving  young  boys". REDACTED  does  this  as  he  tells 
redacted  "Loomis  had  previously  taught  at  nearby  St.  Monica  High  School  (wrong)  when 
he  was  a  brother  with  the  Order  of  St.  Patrick  prior  to  entering  the  seminary  to  become  a 
priest. REDACTED         who  was  a  brother  in  the  same  religious  order,  also  taught  at 
St.  Monica  High  School  and  attended  St.  John's  Seminary  at  the  same  time  as  Richard 
Loomis.  REDACTED  left  the  priesthood  ..."  One  asking  wh>REDACTED.  mentions 

REDACTED  and  his  association  with  Loomis,  would  be  hard  pressed  not  to  see  an 
insinuation  of  guilt  by  association.  Why? 

4)  REDACTED  knowledge  of  the  alleged  abuse  is,  at  best, 

unsubstantiated  hearsay  from  1REDACTED  whose  knowledge  in  turn  is  hearsay 

from  their  SorREDACTED 

It  is  important  therefore  to  canonically  question^ D ACTED  as  a  witness 
and  I  will  submit  her  as  such. 

If  she  has  been  "interviewed"  by         I  am  unaware  of  it  or  of  what  she 
may  have  said.  Her  statements  in  an  interview  are  not  "evidence"  and  she  would  need  to 
be  canonically  examined  for  her  testimony  to  be  considered. 

B)  RE DACTE D       must  be  canonically  examined.  There  is  much  in  his  two 
telephone  conversations  withREDAC    and  that  withREDACTED  that  needs  inquiry  and 
clarification. 

«  s     REDACTED  .     REDACTED  A,  ,  , 

1)  quote;  as  saying  there  were  priests  and  nuns  all  over  the 

place  at  the  parish  and  school,  and  gratuitously  adds  thatREDACTED"  probably  assumed 
that  Loomis  was  a  priest.  He  continues,"  HeREDACTED  did  not  recall  his  (Loomis) 
being  a  seminarian  or  a  religious  brother,  but  at  that  time  "  they  were  all  the  same"  to 
him.  But  they  are  not  all  the  same.  Why  woul<REDACTED  have  thought  Loomis  was  a 
priest?  Loomis  never  wore  clerics  (a  roman  collar)  then  and  never  wore  a  cassock  and 
surplice  except  when  he  served  Sunday  Mass,  as  all  servers  did.  Loomis  was  never 
called  "Father"  but  always  "Dick  Loomis".  Why  woulcREDACTED  remember  that  the 
person  who  abused  him  was  a  priest? 


2)    Several  witnesses  can  and  will  be  submitted  for  examination,  who  have 
said,  among  other  things,  the  following: 
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5. 

-  REDACTED      did  not  "pretty  much"  ran  the  parish.  The  pastor.REDACTED 
redacted  was  «verv  much  in  control  and  very  involved  in  running  the  parish". 

-  the  "Palisades"  were  like  a  "Peyton  Place",  a  rumor  mill  where  everyone 
knew  everybody's  business,  a  place  where  gossip  prevails". 

-  kids  were  not  hanging  around  Loomis  when  he  was  working  at  Corpus 
Christi,  during  the  summer,  cleaning  the  Church  on  a  hydraulic  lift. 

-  People  living  there  at  the  time,  whose  children  were  in  school  withREDACTED 
and  parents  who  were  close  personal  friends  of  theREDACTED  have  never,  till 
now,  heard  of  any  allegation  that  Loomis  or  anyone  else  had  molestedREDACTED 
Confidants  of  REDACTED    say  they  are  certain  that  REDACTED  would  have  told 
them  of  this  had  it  been  alleged  by  Redacted 

-  "if  anything  of  such  a  nature  ever  happenedREDACTED(himself)  would  be  the 
first  one  to  tell  everybody  about  it.  If  he  didn't  tell,  and  his  mother  was  aware  of  it,  she 
would  have  made  a  major  issue  out  of  it."  :  "something  of  that  nature  could  not  possibly 
have  been  kept  secret  to  the  present  time". 

^  ti ,  11        REDACTED  ,  REDACTED 

-  One  credible  witness  who  knew  well  states  thai  was  a 

"kid  out  of  control",  "if  anything  of  a  sexual  nature  found  him  to  be  a  victim,  he 
redacted  Would  have  done  something  about  it  himself.  If  he  didn't  do  anything,  his 
"hot-headed"  fatherREDA0TED  would  certainly  have  done  something  physical  to  the  reported 
perpetrator". 

-  As  a  child.REDACTED[  has  been  variously  described  as  ,  "extroverted", 
"mischievous",  "  over-active",  "wicked"  as  well  as  "out  of  control". 

(The  above  statements  are  corroborated  by  more  then  one  credible  witness) 

C)  Other  witnesses,  Loomis  family  members,  can  testify  to  the  fact  that  Dick 
would  never  had  had  the  opportunity  to  be  home  alone  with  a  boy  or  boys  especially  on 
weekends.  Living  at  the  Loomis  home  at  the  time  were  Richard  Loomis,  his  mother,  his 
brother.        with  his  wife  ,  a  stay-at-home  mom,  and  two  children  and  the  wife's 
brother  who  was  attending  college.  Someone  was  always  there. 

D)  There  is  nothing  yet  produced  which  could  give  one  moral  certitude  that 
Richard  Loomis  sexually  abused  REDACTED 

There  is  no  evidence  that  "sexual  abuse  has  occurred"  (Norm  6). 

i?y  -  • 
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REDACTED 


November  13, 2004 

REDACTED 


Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 
3424  Wilshire  Boulevard 
Los  Angeles,  California  90010 


Re:  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 

REDACTED 

Dear 

For  your  and  the  Cardinal's  information,  I  am  enclosing  herein  a  copy  of  the 
investigative  report  of  RE  D  ACTE  D  a  private  investigator  who  conducted  his 

investigationforREDACTED      Monsignor  Loomis'  civil  attorney  in  theREDACTED 
civil  action..  The  report  dated  March  15, 2004,  consists  of  twelve  nan.es  plus  an 
additional  page  dated  March  19, 2004  which  deals  withREDACTED  subsequent 
interview  of  REDACTED  The  report  reflects  ]KtDAGItD   interviews  with 

nine  people. 


Verv  tnilv  vows. 
REDACTED 


Monsignor  Richard  Loomis. 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 

REDACTED  . 


March  15,    2  004 

REDACTED 


Attn.-  REDACTED 

Re:        Richard  A.  Loorais 
Dear  REDACTED 

Pursuant     to     your     instructions,     after     having     reviewed  and 

aVaSSl^e  Vari°^  reP°rtS  • rSlated  t0  this  matter'   and  having 
?        consultation    with    the.   client,     I.    initiated  my 
investigation  into  this  case.  y 

REDACTEDrovided  additi°nal  information  and  photographs  by  REDACTED 
.    the   client's    sister-in-law,    regarding   additional  names 

"?97TtTlS974CenariOS  d3tin9  ^  t0  th^ P-iod  r  ieS" 

On    March    9,    2004,    I    responded    to    546    E.    fi^,.  Avenue 
Inglewood,  and  contacted  the  REDACTED  nastor 

bLn'schedflfd  2Th°eSt°\Cath0liC  to   ointment  ££ 

oeen  scheduled  m  the  week  prior  for  the  purposes  of  conductina 

aSvisedT1^^11  REDACTED  ■       On    my   arrival ,    I  again 

advised  him  that  I  am  conducting  my  investigation  on  behalf  of 

REDACTED"037   RlChard   Loomis-    through   his   attorney,  REDACTED 

readilv  aoS^"^  u  ■       ■  '  that    he    unde"tood,     and  he 

reaaiiy  agreed  to  .being  interviewed. 

REDACTED  „  .  „  ^  ^  ■ 

Tnnm^  related   that   he   recalled   Richard  Loomis,  when 

Loomis  was  a  seminarian.     He  stated  that  he  recalled  a  time  in 

REDACTED™^'  ^Vli  Richard  and  REDACTED 

REDACTED       when    both    of    them    were    seminarians,     cleaning  bird 

£a?PhegL^fH-th;  "T'  °f  °0rpUS  Christi  ^-ch/  He  leaned 
^?™*£^^m^0£^l\*^  they  observed 

7    f  on  scaffolding  and  on   a  hydraulic  lift  that- 

was  m  front  of  the  church.     To  the  best  of    his  recollection  he 


Page  Two 


Re:     Richard  A.  Loomis 
March  15,  2004 


•    and  his  brother  stopped,  very  briefly,  and  said  hello  to -the' two 
seminarians,  then  continued  on  their  way. 

REDACTED  . 

stated    that    he    recalled    that    there    were  no 
^nixaren     loitering     around     the     church     at     that  ExmE  alTd~ 

■       ^^^IJ^lL^E^rY:  **ve  been  Jhazar^ous  S^do^ 
because  of   the  equipmeuL  being   Utilized  by  Loomis   and ' REDACTED 

?J.ED    •    .    again  tho^htt   to  the  best  of  his.  recollection' 
that  this  was  m  the  summer  of  1973,  not  1974. 

REDACTED  continued  by  relating  that   it  was   his  family's 

tradition  to  school  the  children  of  theREDACTED    ■ familv  „_  t_  L 
sixth  .grade   in   catholic   school   after  which   time,    the  children 

■  why  dRbEeDAC?ErD°lled  ^ «*  ~  When  X  as.ed  hS 
•     pa  wi  .  aavised    that    at    that    time,    the  Pacific 

.    Palisades     public     schools     enjoyed     a     very     good  scholastic 
.    reputation.      He   stated   *-hat   because   of    this   he   reallv hTr  ^ 
recall  of  REDACTED  .  or  of  REDACT^      activities  Y 

REDACTED 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 

REDACTED 

REDACTED 
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Re.-     Richard  A.  Loomis 
March  15,  2004 


REDACTED 


I  asked  REDACTED  what  the  relationship  between  his  family 

and  the  KtUAU  I LU  was   around  the  time  period  of  1973  - 

1974,  and  he  stated  that  it  was  almost  non-existent.  I  asked  him 
if  he  recalled  REDACTED  resnondino  to  his  home  asking 

to  speak  to  his  father  about  REDACTED  .  REDACTED 

stated    that    he    recalled    that  REDACTED  did    come    to  fche 

RftlJED^^r,°n   °nS    (1)    occasio*'    seeking   to   speak   with  his 
father,  REDACTED  ,    -urgently."     I  asked  him  if  he  knew 

the  reason  for  REDACTED  visit,   and  he  reminded  me  that  he 

was  only  twelve  or  thirteen  years  of  age,  and  he  was  not  curious 
about  it.  He  said  that  he  merely  remembered  the  visit,  but  never 
was  concerned  about  it. 

I   advised  REDACTED  th&t   afc   the   titne-\  of  ■  fche  allegation; 

(sometime    m    1974    according    to  REDACTED  ,  REDACTED 

REDACTED        contact edREDACTED  "  u  ' 

opn.rTPn     contactea^tuA^itu    who  wa3  fche  assistant  tQ 

KtuAcibu  .  redacted  related  the 

molestations  of  their  son,   REDACTED  by  two  men.  The 

two  perpetrators  of  the  alleaed  nnipahaH^g  were  stated  to  be 

REDACTED  (  and  Richard  Loomis 

a  seminari^n  at  the  time..    I  told  REDACTED  that 

T         "  t0ld  REDACTED    that    Richard    Loomis  had 

fondled  or  groped  their  son,  redacted  .  The  statement  given  by 
REDACTED  _     now  REDACTED  to  REDACTED  the 

Canonical   Auditor,    indicates    that    the  REDACTED  told  REDACTED 

that  they  and  other  parents  of  boys  in  Corpus  Christ i  School  were 
concerned  about  Richard  Loomis  hanging  around  kids  all  the 
time."     REDACTED  was    outwardly   astounded   to    hear  the 

information  that  I  was  relating  to  him.  He  said  that  this  is  the 
first  time  he  was  informed  about  the  allegations,  ■  and  he  said 
that  he    his  £aaxlyr  or  friends  from  Pacific  Paiisades  would  have 

date  (1974) lnf 0rmation  at  some  P°int  in  ti»e  since  the  occurrence 

R  ^D*CTfD  ,  .  Provided  me  information  about  the  characteristics 
of  family  life  m  Pacific  Palisades,  which  is  no  secret  according 
to  him  He  described  the  "Palisades"  as  a  "Peyton  Place"  where 
everybody  knows  everybody  else's  business  all  the  time.     He  said 

ppn.p?Flf  contll™ing   "rumor  mill"   where'  gossip  prevails.  REDACTED 

13  of  the  opinion  that  if  the  allegations  were  factual 
someone,  somewhere,  would' have  known  about  it,     and  it  would  have 
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Ret     Richard  A.  Loomis 
March  15,  2004 


I  then  asked  REDACTED 

ptnTTPn118  SC^lQ  involving  REDACTED  ^EDACT^  W  ta*e» 

REDACTED  He  st  ln9 <  KbDAWLU    REDACTED  ancj  REDACTED 

xmmecuafcely  notified  his  superior  of  that  he  would  have 

definitely  not  attempt  to  hanrti-  °-  J  received  information  and 
would  act  as  he  stated  back  ?n  ^73  %™1£\,  1  aSked  h™  «  he 

Sir'-/?  hS  rePlied-  "Exactly  the  lame  th  1  33  at  the  present 
him  if  he  would  h  attempted  ^  .  n  aS  now'"  1  asked 
adviSe  him  of  the  aUegations  ao  a ,T  a«  RiChard  and 
opportunity  to  defend  himsS of  th!  aff0rd  Mm   (Lo°^  an 

have  all  the  parties  involved  disct.  aCJ:Usations  against  him,  or 
he  would  definitely  have  contacted  RTcha  h  T^'  He  Said  ^at 
the  very  serious  allegations  and  S  u  ■  L°°mi8'  adviae  him  of 
himself.  y      °ns'    and  9lve  him  a  chance   to  defend 

I  advised  REDACTED 

redacted     _  Laac  ne  REDACTED«»t  REDACTED  also  tol(J™ 

J*%ZT'   REDACTED       REDACTEDREDACTEDCCLrCl1"  thS  Parish  as  the 

REDACTED  REDACTED    said  that  .      . .  .       was    gone    much    of    the  time 
since  REDACTED  J***™**  he  dld  *ot  understand  REDACTED 
the    parish;       He    ^^J^  in  — trol  in  the  runnina  nf 

involved  in  the  mattes  o?tS  jSS^^^15      REDACTED™  ve^y 

In  conclusion,  REDACTED 

J°r  his  father,   REDACTED  ^T^lf*  ™S  contact  information 

k", hSistREeDrAcTEoREDA"-"  REDACTED  bro^er  REDACTED      ,  ^ 

brother  REDACTED    would    be  He  advised  me  that  his 

regarding  redacted  .to    provide  information 

also  welcomes  future  contact  if  neceisfry       Slster'REDACTED  -  He 

™6  ^7^^  f0*'   *  -sponded  to  REDACTED 

redacted  and  his  wif     ^NttV        conducted  interviews  with  REDACTED 

investigator,  and  that  I  am  conductl™*!  ^  that  1  am  a  Private 
R0pirTP°nnSignor  Richard  i<ir£S  V  X™esti9*^™  on  behalf 
redacted.     The  stated  That  ^r°UsrhJhls    attorney,  REDACTED 

and  they  readily  agreed  to  neLg^te^eT"  ^  Nation, 
I   advised  redacted  _ - 

pending  against  Monsignor """  LoomS*  "t^f*  °f  thB  alle9ations 
mcident/s  were  reported  to  have  hlPn  ,  *9  u  ^  that  th* 
or  1974.     1  related    to    til™  ?w happened  in  the  summer  of  1973 

to    them  that  redacted  alleged  that 
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SSSt.iT^t£S  hSf  $  ",°lested   him-  REDACTED 

redacted  stafce  •      Almost  spontaneously ,  Mr 

until  I  told  them     redacted         UnaWare  °f  s"<*  allegations 

and  again,  both  of  them  sain  t-w  *u  "I  W?fS  in  total  disbelief, 
validity  of  the  allegations  I  asked  them  ff^^  believe  *»  th4 
had  heard  any  rumors  regarding  ?h.      ?  '  3t  3ny  time'  theY 

discussing  and  they  bo^epiTed'in  S^tTve^  ^  * 

REDACTED  advic^ 

friends     at,!S  *        ^     hat   she   and  REDACTED  ar(a  .  „ 

,f       h3Ve   been   so   over   ^   "ears        ah.  beSt 
anything  happened  to  REDACTED  e   said  that  if 

children,    she  would  have  been  eh-   *<     .°T  a"y  °f  the  REDACTED 
that  REDACTED  ~lTi.fi.  XrSt  Person  to  know,  saving 

would  have  confided  in  her  saying 

REDACTED 

Pacific    Palisades    is°  ^l^8^^  that  occurs  in 

somsthing  of  this  ^t^^?^*^?    *    ^ssip,  and 

spoke,   they  both  re^d  vL^~<^  SSTiS^-  * 

^^JS^^t^^^T  of  REDACTED 

cited  °-  spel^fFc^^^^  T 

of  approximately  thirty  (30)   children  *nH             ,    *S  ln  charge 

difficult  to  control  i  rfha rTPn  ^       7  0116  Wh°  WaS 

to  constantly  ask  REDACTED*^™ '  R.u    .  '     He  said  that  he  had 

agreed  that  she  has  always  observed^ EDAOT^D behave "  REDACTED 
active.    REDACTED      then  «id  th^  7*        if.  t0  be  over" 

happened,  redacted  hl  th^.  ^I^^Soft^ 

REDACTED  ^ouid  h™t  ^^^J!S^^S--sr--±tr^hm 
both  agreed  t-U*t  would  have  made  a  mafoY^sTtg-CT^-^f-^T^--^^ 

been  k^^^TS"*  °f  this  natUre  c^l^T^SiTST 

describe^REDACTED  ""A"?  B°th  REDACTED 

a  child,  and  therefore  I  VSXY  extroverted  when  he  was 

the  least  Utel^aS:  of \  °i  °Pini°n  that  he  would  be 

thatTe^ppearel  to  want  to  I*  IF*1  m°lestation-     T**Y  both  said 
ppearea  to  want  to  be  the  center  of  attention. 

I  then  asked  REDACTED  u  • 

in  charga  o f  c^us   christi  par^f^  vT  S^T* 
stated    Vatican,    ttat  REDACTED  l"3„2'  r0luSyb°n 
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charge,    and  he  made  all  the  rf-„4». 

asked  them  if  they    ever  ^iSSS^A^fg1"0  J*?  X 
?*  °f  the  Parish  because  RFnATTFn  obviously 
RI?4paf  f /°  »«<*  °f  the  time?  and°  thev  Lth  abSent  from 

parish  Sd  that  he  re^lled  that  REDACTED  d'  "N°-"  REDACTED' 
parishioners  to  sit  in  the  KbUAU  I  hU  wanted  the 

rope  off  the  rear  P*»S  tJs^JZ* '  ^  he  ^ered  REDACTED  ^ 
forwardly  seated.  REDACTED  ,  *  A*??  P^xshioners  to  be  more 
control    that  REDACTED  had     w     \       *    W3S    the    type  °f 

making;  decislons  were  ^  h'R^r^nin  »*—  of  decision 
agreed  that  REDACTED  77      Y  REDACTED  .       xhey  bofch 

never  considered  hira  in  charg^  ^aTso    IX   ^  ™-nl3t*Y>   but  they 

a  "whiner."    REDACTED  described  w?  tfn^8Sr±bed  him  " 

being  "imperious.-  ~  described  both  redacted  and  LoQmi3 


REDACTED 


RfACTED  ? en  fichard  LO-is  — 

from  the  seminary,    and  thev  t^l        Jf      lme)   were  on  a  b^ak 
Corpus  christi  cSarch  in  order  to  . the  f  ront  of 
>rd  droppi„gS  which  had  acouLi^^m°Ie  *  considerable  amount  of 
^REDACTED  were  ^  ^SrSS  ^  "*id  fchat  Loonis 

^fT^S*^  and  they  znaThivT 

42^H^^HUdS-t0itering  Tt   IL  1     °  said  that        did.  not 

however,   he  believes  it  =        „  recall    the    exact  year 

that  he  directed  ^ona*  aTd  REDACTED  ^ 9 ?4 '      He  als° 

to  utilize  to  affect  their  chore      Wff      °,  ^  typS  °f  che™icals 
must    have    asked   him  JV  Said  that  REDACTED 

redacted         "*e*   ^im    to    coordinate    and    supervise  T^-i* 

for  the  task.     He  knows  thatREDACTED  ^d  &nd 

REDACTED  arfv,     .  _ 

individuals  who  were  IcUvelv  invoi.^  C°ntaCt  ^itional 

years  in  question  -  certain ^  resldlntl  of  dUrin*  the 

time,   those  having  children  in  tt!?  Pacific  Palisades  at  the 

t.ose  connected  £^^££^£^1"*  time,  or 

^^SFt^^^Z  add— '  «*  telephone  nu^ers 
REDACTED  and  ^he^^ED acted     ^ii^'  nST*  °f 

(2;  nuns,  a  fQrmer  teacher/coach  t-ht  Y;  ,  h6Se  lnclude  two 
Pacific  Palisades    i-i^^^',,^^1   ^ V^SS 
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Office  Manager.  Again.RFnAPTFn 

believe    the    allegations    of   REDACTED  that  ^  do  not 

Monsxgnor   Loomis,    and  as    f  ar   J:   „JJ      , .      ,  lod9*d  against 

allegations,    they  both  stated f  that  it X^xaf-  reaso^   for  the 

,aj^egations~-Eo  some  superior  .n  ~n.-  )  report  these 

4^REDACTED^REDACTED  ^-SgSr^g cg ^"_£3^p5"t5" 

if   this   aid-  hlSSen      aha    -i  ^,—  ■  i_  .  -     A=aln'  KLUAOILU       shaFid  that 

have  share*  S^^'J^pS*"  ^DACTED 

someone  else.     she  further  ^=V./  A     rald  hav0  out  from 

its  o»  proWems,  '^"that  the  REDACTED  ^    family  ha" 

REDACTED  RED£?TED  -  Redacted  redacted 

REDACTED  "  concluded  my  interview  with  redacted 

On    March    n,     2004      t  ^ 

REDACTED,    the  Principal  of  SS^^lll  REDACTED 
1973  until  1977.     I  Advised  REDACTED^  ^mber, 
Investigator,  and  that  I  am  con^J,-^        •  fc  1  am  a  ^vate 

of  Monsignor  Richard  Loomis  ^Sfl  my  lnvesti9^ion  on  behalf 
redacted        She   sai4  t^n^'  h"  ^torney,  REDACTED 

agreed  to  being  interviewed  «V  involvement,    and  she 


I  asked  REDACTED  if  she  • 

mention  of  a  sexual  molestation  Jv Vlf '  at  *ny  time'  h«^d 
Loomis.     She  responded  in  the  negative     T^lt^l^'  *iChard 

sexually  molested  by  anyone       <3>m  r-^i  -  ^-   <  had  oeen 

asked  Redacted  REDACTED^  ifghe'h^  TUSd  1D  the  ne9*tive.  1 

misconduct  by  Richard  Loomis  ZT  she  a  °f  ^  SeX»al 
negative,  she  said  that  noT  one  ^tnf  J3*"1  rePlied  the 
the  priests  assigned  to  the  S?±2T  ff  studei*'  «»«  of 

church/school    stiff      ever  .   that  time'  nor  an7  of  the 

™ted  REDACTED  St  f*  >     eth"  such    thing    to  her. 

to   have   occurred  to    the   p^t    tiffir  ^  "  ind^^ed 

anything  about  this  to  her  ™?\J  ?'  n°  °ne  has  ever  said 
REDACTED    is    REDACTED  REDACTED  ""5^  for  REDACTED  ; 

glad  to  assist   with  her  stalJ^ P   *  tated  that   she  is 

process  is  concerned    however   Tht  ^  &*   *  church- related 

in  a  public  forum  on  tetter  *  ^  t0  be  involved 

R^ACTTwno'se  name' 'was'  p^STtol  f°ntacted  REDACTED 
-entified    myself    as  ^s^^^^  J 
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investigations  on  behalf  of  tiemaim™  „-  v  „ 

attorney,   REDACTED  °f     ^J^J^S"*  L°^is,   through  his 

understood    that    I    am   represent™   £J  Stated   that  she 

agreed  to  being  interview^ "  ^^d^1^^8'  and  she 
teacher  at   Corpus  Christi   School  •         t      that  ahe  was  a 

"74,  and  she  remained  ^5? 


REDACTED  stafp(o    hVl  =  .  _ 

redacted  ,  r^acte^^^!  ^sCalled  ha^*9  a   student  named 

she  further  stated  that  thl  t  \  °n6  °f  her  cIasses'  and 
RFhAPTPn    however  ^    haVe     also     taught  REDACTED 

REDACTED    however,    she  does  not  have  absolute  recollection  of 


RTchTrd   Loomis  Irom  ^nLf  *****   °f   any  Conduct  by 

REDACTED      ™  anyone,    and  she   stated  that  REDACTED 

REDACTED    '         Vo^as^n  "cVrge  "of   ^  ^  1 
she  stated  that  1REDACTED  L^tt^  ^  ^  and 

person  obviously  in  charcm      <*k~    ?         .    decislon  maker  and  the 

-   her  stay  at  Jrpus   Chrfsti  fcLo^*^  fcha!.tOWard  «»  end  of 
RFnarTFn  "«w   scaooi,    a   transition  began  wherein 

£15^15  ^  was  atthteh  T  PaSt°r  *     1  aS*Sd  «a" 

was   young   and  very  active   in   the   parish^  ***  Stated  that  he 
considered  him  as  the  r>8rZ  J"     t      pari3h'    ^wever,    she  never 
REDACTED    ^cZL^™  REDACTED" 
allegation  inf^rgtlon  to  r  f  n  actft)     '  b       d^dnot    provide  the 

REDACTED  did   not    teH-REDACtED   OILC^S^~^r, , -^^ig^ 

interview  with  REDACTED  -  Waa  box°:  This  concluded~ny~ 

Qn  the  same  date,  March  n     onn*  t 

via   telephone.    l^^1'  tZ^lT^   

Manager  for  Corpus  CEfmr^n^^  ^  pleated   to  be   the  fofflce 

■r-THRflgeJr-R^^b  ■ hS^St  dUrin3  thS  SUb^ct  time^r^ 
conducting  my  investigation  on  behal?  o^T*  ,  Investi9a»^ 
Loomis,  though  his  attune?? REDACTED^1"  °f  ^^"J**"* 
stated  that  she  understood/and  she  agreed  to  being  inlawed. 

REDACTED      stafc^   f.w     v,  u 

Cbristi  ^"S^^J^^^  with 

school's  office  Manager      She  Sd  that  PFnArTFn  ^  **  ^ 
m    any    classes    with    her    children     RE<5£CTFD        ,    Was  not 
riREDACTED      ag   a    «happy,go-luckv"    chTld     >,  ?\  d^Cribed  REDACTED 
active.     B^^^^^^'J^^  °* 
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I  asked  REDACTED  if  she  wag  aware    f         aHeqationa  Dendl'™ 

'    IS11"?   MOn5^   Richa^   Loomis,    involving  REDACTED 

S?J1m  „replied  by  sayin9  She   only  became   aware   of  the 

f11^?^^?5--^^  the    account    in    the  "Tos 

l^~WfaEl^  person/a  ■  involved  ™c^aaSSaS 

School  or  Church,  and  she  said  that  no  one  from  the  scWol  staff 
parents     parishioners    or   priests    assigned    to   the   parish  ete'r 
°hnetanYthin9  °f  thS  SOrt  to  her-      1  asked  herP!f  she  had 
xTthe^^™  relatin9  t0  thiS  -d  she  repUed 

R^aSted*^'  REDACI'D  h  Stated    that    she  considered 

a«±™*l*.h  ^      92  °f  thS  Pari3h  When  he  was  th*  P^tor 

REDACTS*  '  there  ln  thl  years  including  1973-74,  she  said  that 
that  h»  U«  ,„  authority  was  "pretty  absolute",  and  she  said 
being  iient  lu7  lnV°lved  with  the  matters  of  the  parish,  not 
perspective'  ^nevefconsldered'  REDACTED      Stated  ^iVln 

xSj-f  ParlSh  °r  haVin9  decision-making  authority ■  *Tne 

xnterview  wxth  REDACTED  „as  concluded  at  this  time. 

^ J^ci  ii,    2004,'   I  contacted  REDACTED  telephonically 

RHFni{  -  a  ^  ^l^r^ng^^^f  ^f 
"°?rTF?f0r  *ichard  Loomis'    through  his   attorney,  REDACTED 
redacted,      she  sounded  surprised  at  being  contacted  by  a  orivate 
xnvestxga:or     REDACTED        waa  shocked  to  hear  Pof  the 

REDACT E E)1         ^^^"S^r?  ,L°°miS   ^  all^d  ^tim! 

She  then  said,   «Ko  wayT    «I  don^t ^elSve  i^! '"  ^S^' 

L^hT^S         fnd  ^~^f^d  ^»  ™* 


about  the 
the  type, 


stuffy." 
^scalawag 


...   ,       ^  "L1CU-  t-"e  war  sne  cia  when  hearinq 

1°^  ShS  Stated  tnat  Rl=^rd  Loomis  wasn't 

and  that  she  recalled  him  to  be  an  earnest  young  man 
ous  and  holv.      sho  ^d„„,'w„j  x.  •  ,_   .        /       a  x' 


w„  Wlieu,  Bne.  recaxxea  him  to  be  an  earnest  vouno  man 


REDACTED  descri£ecT"REDACTEDJ  as    bein-  " 

„-— spj       \  "J"*1  her  c°  define  what  she  meant  by  the  term 

said  that,  fflho  is 
in 
is 


,  * —  -   'tefcfeAM,-        siits   saia  cne  n© 

child,  but  that  he  was  over-active,    redacted        said  i 
good   friends   with   the  redacted       family,  REDACTED 
particular,    she    also    advised    me    that  REDACTED 


XII  000365 


Page  Ten 


Re:    Richard  A.  Loomis 
March  15,  2004 


currently  in  the  REDACTED  area    the  lo^n™  u 

currently  residing.  location  where  she  is 


I  asked  REDACTED         if  !-,=,<, 

of  any  misconduct  relating \n  7**'  3t  any  time'  heard  ^thing 
that  she  never  has  Zarasulf^51^  L°°miS'  *nd  She  rePlied 
Palisades  as  a  4ossio  t  IV*  T  any°ne-  She  descri*>e*  Pacific 
had  never  heard  S  t£     n    '  and  a9*in,   «he  reiterated  that  she 

REDACTED      ^    Im^  -  that 

information  with  her  if  it  had  occurred.  the 


REDACTED         -(.al.0.   .  .    .  fc 
REDACTED  K  &  P°int  in  time'    s^e  was  told  that 

would    ha^T  heard    about  "^iTT- ^RETJACTED^^^^^^^?  , or  she 

this  time.        J"00*.1^0*  Loomis.     The  interview  was  concluded  at 

SnA*SE«h  12 '  2004'  I  contactedlREDACTED  ' 
REDACTED  fhat-    t  -    «  •     L  '      1  advised 

conducting    ^    tatM™'^*^  ^  th«   I  «- 

*  «'£^3SS£i- but  ^stiooea     *»  ~  ^  contact 

I    apprised  REDACTED  .  ; 

Loomis,    and  I   told  "her  ^   ^  ,^10?S   a^ainst  Monsignor 

REDACTED  J    further   adS«L  ^    C°«Plainin9   party   is  REDACTED 

Place    LIST  <£~m4  ^whil^ 

rian.     she  ouietlv  stati'    ^!  ll^lZ*    LOOrais    was  » 


took 


of  REDACTED  ann  SL  ™i         .  ,?r  ,      ?"r  observations 

then  asked  her  „ho  wa"s*£  3^^*-^^  «r^..-  I 

she    quickly    retorted,     .REDACTED,,        t       S  J    »,  me'  and 

considered  that  pen APTPn       "         j        asked    her    if    she  ever 

s*e  stated  that  hReEandCRTEEDACTED  ln  <*re1tv  °L  -* 

pretty  much  shared  in  the 
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running  of  the  church.  I  asked  her  why,  and  she  said  it  was 
because  redacted  was  absent  from  the  parish  a  lot  of  the  time,  Ind 
it  is  her  understanding  that  the  associate  pastor  automatically 
assumes  responsibility  in  the  absence  of  the  pastor.  omacicaiiy 

alleaSioJf  f  REDACTED  if    she  ever    heard    of  the 

allegations   from  anyone,    and  she   stated  that  she  .  did  not,  but 
tnat  she  would  have  because  her  son,  redacted,  and  REDACTED 
are  best  friends  and  played  together  forever.     She  then  said  «i 
am  sick  to  my  stomach."      REDACTED  stated  that  she  is  very 

close  friends  with  the  REDACTED  f amily<  and  that  she  ±g  ^ 
very  close  friend  of  RED  AC  I  LU 

REDA£TED  thSn  stated'  *I  d°n't  know  what  happened,  but  things 
get  blown  out  of  proportion  in  a  little  kid's  mind."  she  then 
said  that  her  sons  and  REDACTED  .  were  altar  boys  around 

the  time  period  m  question,  and  that  perhaps  a  hug,  or  a  pat  on 
the  back  could  have  been  misconstrued  for  something  more.  she 
said  that  her  sons  never  told  her  of  any  improprieties  by  Richard 
ijootms  involving  anyone. 

I    asked  REDACTED  _  what    she    thought    Qf    the    inactivit  .n 

handling  the  matter  at  the  time  of  the  allegations,  and  she  that 
she  was  brought  up  to  not  say  anything  regarding  something  of 
that  nature,   3ust  to  keep  it  quiet.     I  then  asked  her  if  she  had 

reacted*  WhyREDfTE?       ,  did  nothing  more  that  inform 

KtUACibu  0f   the  allegations,    and  she  advised  me  that  Mr- 

REDACTED  Was  Italian,   and  that  he  was  a  "hot  head  »  I 

responded  by  telling  her  that  that  would  be  all  the  more  reason 
to  follow  through  with  the  matter  and  handle  it  to  conclusion  I 
then  asked  her  what  advice  she  would  have  given  to  the  REDACTED 
had   she   been    aware    of    the    allegations    at    the    time,    and  she 
Stated,   "I'd  go  directly  to  the  police. 

REDACTED  said  that  she  doeg  JJQt  ±£  fche  incident  happened 

or  not,  and  she  does  not  want  to  opinionate  one  way  or  the  other 
Once  again,    I  asked  her  if  she  was  certain  that  she  had  never 
heard  of  any  misconduct  by  Richard  Loomis   by  anyone,    and  she 
replied  in  the  negative.     The  interview  withRFDAPTFr) 
was  terminated  at  this  time. 

°?  ^  2004.  after  having  ascertained  the  current  residence 

of  REDACTED  ,   j  responded  to  REDACTED  Lqs 

Angeles,  and    attempted    to  contact  and  interview  REDACTED 


Page  Twelve 


Re:     Richard  A.  Loomis 
March  15,  2004 


There  was  no  answer  at  the  residence,   and  it  was  obvious 
one    was    at    the    location.       I    have    not    yet  returned 
REDACTED  residence,  however,   I  will  attempt  to  contact 

the  very  near  future. 


This  concludes  my  investigation  to  this  point  in  time, 
continue   in   my   efforts   to   conduct   interviews  with 
prospective  witnesses,  and  I  will  apprise  you  of  my  progress 
you  have  any  questions  and/ or  comments,  please  contact  my 
at   your   earliest   possible   convenience.      Also,    if  you 
additional  instructions,  please  so  advise. 


i:hat  no 

REDACTED- 

her  in 


to 


I  will 
outstanding 
If 

office 
halve  any 


Very  truly  yours, 
REDACTED 
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Subj;  REDACTED 

Date:  15/19/2004  8:23:24  PM  Eastern  Standard  Time 
From:  ^redacted  

To:  REDACTED 

Msgr.  Loomis: 

I  conducted  a  telephonic  interview  with  REDACTED      ah™,t™«im,.ra„«  » 
redacted wj,drfdacted  fl^*K»it      t.  a  •     ,    .  **>out  one  fl0ur  a80- "you  are  not  aware 

attnm «,  Sf  tT  1, 1  1 1^1  COa?  dutt0*  Ae  time  ^"^ in  question,  and  he  is  currently  a  pra^cine 
£J^S ^ ^!  "ntWlS^S^n?beHevefhe  ^itions  by  REDACTED 
reacted    T  51  °f  °f  C0Bto?  bd«  mA  ^  anything  of  a  sexual  nature  found  him  to  be  a  victim  he 
redacted     ™W  have  done  something  about  it  himself.  If  he  didnt  do  anything,  his  C  teffiriE- 

would  <*rtoinly  have  done  something  physical  to  the  reported  p^^^^ZdsL 
re^a^tb?^  J^J  ^'feteh^d,      he  said  that  he  never,  at  any  time,  everheard  of  this  casem^lvhig 

REACTED  md  youfrom  mym^     He  9amgay  ^  ^  m  .s  a  Hwiteh  ^  ^  ^  ig  JOt«Hg  ^ 

And  keep  in  mind  mat  heis  very  good  friends  with  theREDACTED ,    d  redacted 

pastor.  He  said  that  might  have  thought  he  was  running  things,  but  only  in  his  own  mind.  FYI 

REDACTED 
REDACTED 


REDACTED 


3/1Q/20O4 
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REDACTED 


November  30, 2004 

REDACTED 


Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 
3424  Wilshire  Boulevard 
Los  Angeles,  California  90010 


Re:  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 

REDACTED 

Dear 


^IZ^T^^0™       ^ you that  he-became  an  altar  boy  in 
t^co^^ 

^  ^  °Ut *aREDACTED  (bom  in  1964)  would  have  been  7-8  years 
g^e  ^  he  would  have  been  in  the  second  grade  in  1971.  He  could 
not  have  met  Loomis  at  that  time  because  Loomis  was  still  a  Brother  at  that  time  and 
remained  a  Brother  until  June  of  1972.  During  the  summer  of  1972  Loomis  did  not  work 
^e^butl^d^^^ 

rSf  VX)m,S  never  traiDed  or  **eduted  altar  boys  at  any  time  at  Corpus 

r  e k  acte  DF vtQse^SOK  ^oonm  was  not  a  priest,  was  not  ordained  till  1976,  so  obviously 
could  never  have  served  mass  for  him. 


REDACTED     -     .  rf     „_    „  . 

also  told  you  that  "The  kids  at  school  liked  Loomis  who  gaveREDACTEDmore 
^™^°^f'  ^"^at  school"  could  not  have  even  known  Loomis  who 
was  in  the  Brotherhood  until  June  of  1 972  and  thereafter  was  away  at  school  in  the 
seminary  when  the  "kinds"  themselves  were  in  school.  Loomis  never  worked  with  the 
fads  at  the  school.  It  could  not  have  been  Loomis  who  paid  more  attention  toRED  acted 
than  to  other  kids  "at  school. 

redacted  jays  "priests  m  me  parish  frequently  were  guests  in  the^^^^^^^  home 
Loomis  was  not  a  priest,  nor  did  he  ever  go  to  the  Redacted  home  A  m  ^ 

AH  of  this  prompted  me  to  ask  Monsignor  Loomis  who  the  assistant  priest  was  at 
Corpm  Ch^in  1971-  73,  beforeREDACTED  .  Mor^ignor  Loomis  formed  me  that 

tt  was  REDACTED  It  can  be  inferred  thatRED acted  would  have  trained  and 
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REDACTED 
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kji^Rt  dactcd  ax*!  trained  him  as  an  altar  boy,  that  he  would  have  been  known  by  me 
Tads  at  school",  and  that  he  would  have  been,  one  of  the  priests  who  were  "frequently 
guests, m  ^redacted  home"  Although  I  know  no  details  and  make  no  mxm&uA 
mmfbnnedthatKEDACTED  had  a  history  of  questionable  behavior  w^u^g  men. 


■» i  l  REDACTED 

hj i  cotonentmg |«Hh •       ^  -*-er  allegations  you  stated  that  the  relevance  of  these 
ajegations ;  to  ^ D ACT E D       <  issues  is  that  "if  true"  they  could  give  "some 
<*edence  to  the  KtUAC  I  bU      allegations.  None  of  these  "other  allegations" 
wever,  has  been  "proven'1  tobetn^ar^fromtheallthe  information  given  you  about 
~™ ' 14  sems  ce1^  to  me  thai  all  contain  serious  credibility  questions  and  that  none  of 
can  ever  be  proved  in  a  formal  trial.  They  would  not  be  allowed  to  be  introduced  as 
RFhld^mtne  civil  trial  and  would  not  prove  either  the  redacted  qj. 

redacted  allegations  in  a  canonical  trial,  even  if  wrongfully  introduced  as  "evidence" 


FW  essentially  different  allegations,  involving  different  situations  and  persons  of 
different  ages,  at  different  tones  and  each  with  substantial  contradictory,  refutable 
evidence  and  questionable  identification  of  the  alleged  abuser,  do  not  prove  the  truth  of 
any  one  of  them.  Allegations  are  just  that,  allegations  are  not  facts  until  each  is  proven. 

Because  none  of  the  other  "material'*  ("types  of  behavior")  has  been  proven  to  be  true 
they  cannot  give  "some  credence  to  the  two  allegations  of  sexual  a  abuse  of  a  minor- 
brought  against  Monsignor  Loomia  byREDACTED  andREDACTED. 

Finally,  yon  stated  (page  8  of  the  Interview)  that^EDACTEDmterviewed  REDACTED  i  at 
the  end  of  March  and  that  she  confirmed  thaREDACTEDtoId  her  about  the  fondling  -  that 
she  was  pretty  vague  in  terms  of  detail"  and  you  were  not  sure  "she  remembers  how  or 
whether  a  report  had  been  made  to  anyone  at  the  parish". 

You  will  noteintheREDACTED  investigative  report  which  I  sent  to  you,  thalREDACTED  , 
wentto  REDACTED      i  home  on  March  12  in  an  attempt  to  interview  her.  She  was 
not  home  andKtUA        writes  that  he  will"  attempt  to  contact  (her)  in  the  very  near 
ftture  He  did  so  by  telephoning  her  and  leaving  messages,  saying  who  he  was  and  what 
he  wantedRtn        with  her  about  and  asking  her  to  return  his  calls.  R  E  D  ACT  E  D  m 

not  return  s  phone  messages.  He  filed  his  last  report  (RE  DACTE  D 

interview)  on  March  19, 2004. 

To  this  information  I  add  the  following  which  you  can  substantiate.  WhenREDACTED 
wasunabletosneakwnliR^ACTED      jREDACTed  i  was  asked  and  agreed  to  phone 
REDACTED   to  ask  if  she  would  speak  toREDACTED      ^     had  been  the 
Corpus  Christi  Officer  Manager  at  the  relevant  time  and  was  and  is  "a  very  good  friend 
o:RE  DACTE  D       .OccREDACTED  is  of  the  opinion  tha^  1  ,A  rt  '  would 

have  shared  the  information  with  her  if  it  had  occurred"REDACTEDReport,  p.  ten)  iREDACTED 


REDACTED 

November  30, 2004,  page  three 


I 

REDACTED  ,  *^t„ REDACTED 

the 


situation?^ t0  that  "she  didn't  want  to  have  anything  to  do  with  he 

Alffa  ^ _I  am  at  a  disadvantage  because  I  have  not  been  given  the  opportunity  to  see  the 

^™ itSelt  1         mate  the  following  obsZtiZ  Lut 
^easyouhavegivenitinthe  9*^*h*^^u*£^ 

On  their  feceREDACTED  .  .  t  .  t 

"TJtJjui.^^  -  statements  (which  are  not  sworn  under  oath)  raise 

sus  >ic,on  about  the*  accuracy  and  veracity.  They  do  not  seem  credible.. 

A  t»  m-yeaf^old  boy  telling  his  mother  and  rather  that  he  has  been  sexually  fondled  bv 

wel  I,  frequently  having  them  to  their  home  as  quests,  is  not^everyday  o^u^T£ 
oneUci  parents  would  take  seriously  and  do  sonShing  about,  SZZf 
^^TJT  *  dealingwiS  ex^lTS 

rananber  whether  she  reported  the  incident  to  anvone.  It  fa  hard  to  believe  mTshT 

made  to  him.  Such  an  episode  is  not  one  that  would  be  taken  UghtryandforBoneTT^ 
tea-year-old  boy  fell  off  a  bike  and  tutored  his  skull,  TZS^SS^^L 

ST  JZ?**?*  **"  °f  ***  y0UDg  ^  ^ver,  this  mother's  memory  fcS^ue* 
credible  that  she  does  not  remember  any  of  the  details  or  what  she  did  about  it.  It  is 

e^dXCX*?  ™ ilide^  ^owledge^s 

extraordinary  aUeged incident  or  its  aftermath.  REDACTED  simrX  repeats  what  her 

^Tt^t^^^ 

Wby  wouldREDACTED  toll  a  close  fiiendREDACTED   that  she  did  not  want  to  Ret 
involved  in  die  matter,  refuse  to  be  interviewed  fcREDACTED  and  aWe^or^TL  J£l  „ 
phone  call  from REDACTED  talktoREDAC  E^  ana  a  weejc  or  so  later,  after  a 

Rfn^T^ul^°^^lMOn^m  September 24, 2004 1  asked  whetheiREDACTED 
xw^l     ^  WaSaPriestora  seminarian  (taterview  of  Sept  28,  page 

8)  and  you  sunply  rephed  that  "What  she  says  is  that  it  was  Loomis."  TneTu^oT 

^1^717™™*     iS         the  «act  identification  of  the  alleged  abuser.  If 
tZTi*  ^  ^  P^REDAC  ED  allegedly  told  her  was  hisluser  shT 

cei^nly  would  have  known  whether  or  not  he  was  a  priest  After  all  she  w^ert 
^e  ^eparish".  What  exactly  did^cTED^/^^^ 

Su^ht^^T^^^67 m  ^^heritwasapri^whT 
abused  hun?  If  not,  did  he  say  the  name  Loomis?  If  so,  did  she  know  to  whom  he  was 

referring?  How  did  she  know  Loomis?  Did  she  tell REDACTED  thai"  EDACTE  D  told  her  then 
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SThi3»' "T^f  ^  »  *^     P«  ft  tato  her  head  wheu 
^wArfw*lw,i»vwWenttolBrhOT»,neva«r0rked1Itflie 

were the  CTOofflstaras of "^aj, ^  ^  4iC™te^,^2 
■^•--"J.  howofle,?,  exactly      ta^j,  a-"-™.  di^^3Kd?' 

v^hetoldftem^^^REDAcTED  audl^uusbaudsreacdont^^ 
^^•™tad«ltl>«ydoal»utit^ 

^?  did  eachpesond^Wd  give  W,  did  sbToSSS^er 

otlw^mw?  „*To  ju    „    ,        children?,  if  so  did  they  discuss  this  man  with 
ImL^T  'Z^o  '  ^  ?-  ^  ^  this  man?,  did  they  report  his  conduct  to 
anyone?,  to  whom?,  when?,  what  was  the  result  of  their  complaint?. 

REDACTED 

.  .  says  only  that  toldherhe  was  Tondled"  bvLoomis  She 

states  nothing  more  than  what—o  ^  ^  toM  ^  m  ^  ^  ^Lootms. She 

REDACTED  ^REDACTED    ,    .  _ 

^yj^^lf^te^OBevets^^ 


I«rite  dlflm  because,  giver,  fl*  questionable  credibility  of  ft.  acc^  ^ 

n^cetttade,  that  is  certitude  which  excludes  every  reasonable  doubt  ("che  esclude 

remcte^^rec^ct^^  Qj,"^^18  ^2J^laV|f?'1^]^  Loonris  sexually  abused  eithcs^^^ 
„  t         01  A.         On  the  contrary,  although  Monsignor  Loomis  is  not  oblieed  to 
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In  the  interest  of  justice  I  respectfully  ask  that  the  entire  matter  be  reevaluated  by  the 
Cardinal  and  his  review  board.  Even  were  this  case  governed  by  Canons  1717  and  1718 
of  the  Code  of  Canon  Law  and  the  Essential  Norms,  which  it  is  not,  (see  enclosed  letter 
to  you  also  dated  November 30, 2004)  the  criteria  of  neither  would  be  met  for  taking  any 
action  against  Monsignor  Loomis. 

Essential  Norm  6  requires  the  Congregation  for  the  Doctrine  of  the  Faith  to  be  notified 
of  a  case  "When  (after  investigation)  there  is  sufficient  evidence  that  sexual  abuse  of  a 
minor  has  occurred"  -  not  "might  have  occurred".  I  respectfully  submit  that  there  is  not 
such  evidence  in  this  case. 

Presupposing  that  the  investigation  of  Canon  1717  has  been  completed  and  that  the  feet 
of  the  abuse,  not  its  possibility  or  even  its  probability,  and  its  imputability  to  the  accused 
has  been  established,  Canon  1718  obliges  the  Chxiinary  to  decide  whether  a  process  for 
mflicung  or  declaring  a  penalty  should  be  started.That  decision  can  only  be  made  when  a 
delict  has  already  been  proven  to  have  been  committed.  No  delict  in  this  case  has  been 
proved.  In  feet,  this  case  does  not  even  involve  a  "delict"  governed  by  Canon  Law, 
Sacramentorum  Santitatis  Tutela  or  the  Essential  Norms, 

From  all  the  material  I  have  reviewed  and  am  aware  of  in  mis  case,  I  believe  that  justice 
requires  that  Monsignor  Loomis  be  removed  from  "adiriinistrative  leave"  and  restored  to 
active  ministry. 


Respectfully  and  sincerely  yours, 

REDACTED 


Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 


cc:  His  Eminence  Roger  Cardinal  Mahony 

REDACTED 

Monsignor  Graig  A.  Cox,  J.C.D, 
Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 
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Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 

i.  190  Palomar  Road 
San  Marino,  California  91108 


MANDATE 


Pursuant  to  Canons  1481  and  1723  of  the  Code  of  Canon  Law  L  MONSIGNOR 
RICHARD  A  LOOMS  hereby  appoinRED ACTED  to  act  as  my 

canonical  advisor,  ADVOCATE  and  PROCURATOR  in  all  matters  pertaining  to  my 
current  clerical  position  in  the  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles  and  to  any  investigation, 
process  or  other  action  of  any  kind  involving  the  allegations  of  sexual  abuse  brought 
against  me. 

Date:  Jiane  10.2004 


Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 


I  hereby  accept  the  appointment  as  advisor,  ADVOCATE  and  PROCURATOR  for 
Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis  as  set  forth  in  this  MANDATE. 


Date:  June  12.  2004 
REDACTED 


REDACTED 


December  20, 2004 

Rev.  Monsignor  Graig  A.Cox,  J.C.D. 

Vicar  for  Clergy 

Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 

3424  Wilshire  Blvd. 

Los  Angeles,  Ca,  90010-2202 

Re:  Proffer  on  Msgr,  Richard  A.  Loomis. 

Dear  Monsignor  Cox: 

I  have  reviewed  the  proffer  which  the  Archdiocese  has  nrenared  on  Monsignor  Loomis.  I 
understand  that  Monsignor  Loomis'  civil  attorney,^  DACTE  D  jt  taking  action  to 
prevent  the  release  of  these  proffers. 

I  disagree  that  it  would  be  wise  to  make  these  proffers  available  "for  review  by  our 
Catholic  people."  Your  statement  that  "some  victims  have  indicated  that  the  release  of 
this  kind  of  information  can  be  helpful  to  their  healing  process"  gives  the  clear 
impression  that  these  are  proven  victims,  as  opposed  to  alleged  victims  and  that  the 
allegations  against  the  accused  priests  have  already  been  found  to  be  true,  a  factual 
untruth.  Such  impressions  are  manifestly  unjust  and  violate  the  accused  priests  right  and 
the  Ordinary's  obligation  to  protect  bis  good  name. 

Furthermore,  the  wording  of  the  proffer  on  Monsignor  Loomis  is  objectionable  for  much 
the  same  reasons.  If  it  is  to  be  released  to  anyone,  I  suggest  and  request  the  following 
rewording  of  these  notations: 

Note  on  12/17/03:  "Memo  from  Vicar  for  Clergy  to  File  of  interview  of  Loomis 
re:  lawsuit  filed  by  adult  maleREDACTED >  The  lawsuit  alleges  sexual  abuse  while  Loomis  was 
teaching  at  Pater  Noster  High  School  as  a  Brother.  Loomis  denies  the  allegation." 

It  is  unfair  to  insert  "abuse  from  approximately  1968-70".  Although  the 
complaint  and  the  attorney-prepared  mediation  questionnaire  may  say  so,REDACTED 
specifically  stated  in  his  interview  with  REDACTEDthat  the  abuse  occurred  just  one  time  and 
that  is  also  apparently  confirmed  in  whatREDACTEDtold  REDACTED 

Note  on  2/3/04:  "An  Archdiocesan  investigator  interviews  a  priest  who  tells 
him  that  in  1974  when  he  was  an  associate  pastor,  parents  of  a  boy  told  him  that  then- 
son  had  told  them  that  he  has  been  sexually  touched  by  Loomis.  This  priest  did  not 
report  the  alleged  incident  to  anyone  at  the  time  and  to  no-one  until  2004." 
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It  is  not  necessary  to  insert  the  contention  "The  Archdiocese  will  not  contend 
etc"  in  this  factual  recitation  and  the  sentence  should  he  ommitted.  Contentions  and 
Admissions  are  for  civil  suit  discovery  and  settlement  discussions  and  are  not  properly 
part  of  a  priest's  confidential  file. 

Note  on  2/6/04:  "Investigator  interviewed  the  boy  (now  39)  who  confirms  the 
allegation  and  that  he  told  his  parents  of  it  in  1974".  Loomis  denies  this  allegation. 

Note  on  2/13/04:  "Investigator  interviewed  a  priest  who  stated  that  in 

•  1       -*  A     -§  •  /»  -REDACTED  REDACTED 

approxnnately  1994  the  wife  of       told  him  that       told  her  that  Loomis  had  done 
something,  of  a  sexual  nature  tcREDACTED  when  he  was  in  high  school.  Subsequently 
told  this  priest  that  Loomis  had  fondled  him  once  in  high  school.  The  priest  did  not 

REDACTED  redacted      ***  * 

report  these  conversations  with         wife  and       until  2004. 

Note  on  2/1 3/04:  "At  the  suggestion  of  Monsignor  Cox ,  Msgr.  Loomis  wrote 
to  the  Archbishop  requesting  a  leave  of  absence  from  active  ministry  ". 

I  believe  this  is  an  accurate  account  of  what  occurred  at  the  Feb, 12,2002 
meeting  with  you  ,REDACTED  and REDACTED 

Please  let  me  know  your  response  to  mis  matter.  Thank  you  for  your  attention. 


Sincerelv  vows. 
REDACTED 


Canonical  Counsel  to  Msgr.  Loomis 

Cc:  REDACTED   ^  y  

His  Eminence  Roger  Cardinal  Mahony 

REDACTED 

Rev.  Monsignor  Richard  Loomis 
REDACTED 


Msgr.  (Richard 'Jl.  Loomis 

1190<Palbmar(Rpacf 
San  Marino,  CJL  91108 


January  18, 2005 


Rev.  Msgr.  Craig  A.  Cox,  JCD 
REDACTED 
Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 
3424  Wilshire  Boulevard 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90010 

Dear  Monsignor  Cox  and  REDACTED 

It  is  my  understanding  that,  by  court  order,  clergy  were  to  be  given  the  opportunity  to 
review  their  file  and  the  proffer  prepared  by  the  Archdiocese  before  the  proffer  was 
presented  to  the  court  for  review. 

Other  priests  with  whom  I  have  spoken  who  had  proffers  prepared  by  the  Archdiocese 
followed  this  process.  I  know  this  to  be  true  because  I  have  spoken  with  them. 

Though  my  attorney  has  asked  several  times  over  the  past  months  that  we  be  allowed  to 
review  the  file,  he  has  been  denied  permission. 

I  am  asking  now  to  review  my  file  with  the  aid  of  counsel,  both  civil  and  canonical,  in 
accord  with  the  order  of  the  court  and  as  other  priests  have  done. 

I  would  like  to  know  why  the  court-ordered  process  was  not  followed  in  my  case.  I 
would  also  like  to  know  why  I  am  not  allowed  to  review  my  file  with  aid  of  civil  and 
canonical  counsel  as  other  priests  have  done.  These  are  specific  questions  to  which  I 
require  a  response. 

Sincerely  yours  in  Christ, 


Rev.  Msgr.  Richard  A.  Loomis 


cc:      Cardinal  Roger  Mahony 
REDACTED 


Msgr.  <Rjchard Loomis 
1190  (Pabmar^pad 
San  Marino,  CH  91108 


January  18, 2005 


REDACTED 


555  W.  Temple  Street 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90036 

Your  Eminence, 

I  am  writing  to  you  to  express  my  complete  and  total  opposition  to  the  publication  of  the  proffers 
in  the  cases  facing  the  Archdiocese.  This  position  has  been  represented  to  the  Archdiocese  of 
Los  Angeles  on  my  behalf  both  by  my  civil  attorney  and  by  the  canonist  who  is  assisting  me. 

Proffers  are  intended  to  be  confidential  documents  aimed  at  facilitating  movement  toward  a 
settlement.  They  were  neither  intended  to  be  public  documents  nor  to  be  styled  a  "summary"  of 
a  case,  as  in  Monsignor  Cox's  letter.  The  information  given  is  limited  and  incomplete.  Proffers 
can,  therefore,  be  misleading  outside  the  settlement  process. 

Further,  once  published  the  content  of  the  proffers  could  be  reprinted  by  anyone  choosing  to  do 
so,  citing  the  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles  as  an  authoritative  source.  This  could  wreak  untold 
damage  on  many  people,  including  people  who  are  entirely  innocent  of  any  wrongdoing  in  these 
cases.  Once  in  the  public  arena,  there  would  never  be  any  way  for  the  Church  to  repair  the 
damage  that  she  would  have  brought  into  people's  lives. 

When  I  attended  the  victim  assistance  ministry  conferences  at  Mundelein,  the  point  was 
repeatedly  made  that  victims  who  have  a  need  to  track  an  alleged  perpetrator  or  have 
unnecessary  information  made  public  were  still  allowing  that  person  to  have  power  over  their 
lives.  Rather  than  promoting  healing,  such  ongoing  interest  held  the  person  in  the  role  of  a 
victim. 

Lest  this  position  be  interpreted  as  self-serving,  I  would  remind  you  that  I  have  always  opposed 
any  stratagem  that  cast  the  Church  in  the  role  of  accuser  in  these  cases.  I  firmly  believe  that  such 
a  role  is  a  violation  of  gospel  justice,  providing  no  healing  to  victims,  no  vindication  to  the 
innocent,  and  neither  repentance  nor  reformation  to  the  guilty. 

Yours  in  Christ,      ,  a 


Msgr.  Richard  A.  Loomis 


cc: 


REDACTED 

Mscnr  Craia  Cox 


Fred acted 


REDACTED  3424  Los  Angeles 

s  Wiisftire  California 

Archdiocese  of  Los  Angetes  Boulevard  90010-2241 


26  January  2005 


Msgr.  Richard  A.  Loomis 

1190  PalomarRd. 

San  Marino,  CA  91108 


Dear  Monsignor  Loomis, 

After  receiving  your  letter  dated  the  18th  of  this  month,  I  checked  witt^ED  ACTED        ,  one 
of  the  lawyers  most  involved  in  the  process  of  preparing  the  proffers.  He  told  me  this  morning 
that  he  is  forwarding  to  REDACTED  for  your  review  all  the  materials  he  has  relevant  to  the  proffer 
in  your  case. 

As  you  know,  the  civil  and  canonical  processes  are  two  distinct  undertakings.  The  preparation  of 
the  proffers  related  to  the  civil  mediation  efforts,  not  to  any  canonical  process. 

As  for  the  canonical  process,  as  you  know  we  have  submitted  the  matter  for  review  by  officials 
of  the  Congregation  for  the  Doctrine  of  the  Faith.  We  are  awaiting  their  reply  and  only  at  that 
time  will  we  have  clarity  as  to  the  next  steps  that  are  appropriate,  redacted  has  kept  us  well 
apprised  of  the  issues  that  relate  to  your  canonical  defense  against  the  allegations  received. 

Let  me  again  express  my  regret  at  the  length  of  time  it  is  taking  to  resolve  the  matter.  Please  be 
assured  that  every  effort  is  being  taken  to  assure  an  equitable  and  timely  solution. 

Sincerelv  vours  in  Christ, 
REDACTED 


Copy:  Msgr.  Craig  Cox 
REDACTED 

Cardinal  Roger  Mahony 
REDACTED 


Pastoral  Regions: 


Our  Lady  of  the  Angels 


San  Fernando     San  Gabriel     San  Pedro     Santa  Barbara 
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Msgr.  ^tjcliarcC-jL  Loomis 

1190<Palbmar<Rpad 
San  Marino,  CA  91108 


February  2, 2005 


REDACTED 

Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 
3424  Wilshire  Blvd. 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90010 

DearREDACTED 

REDACTED 


Archdiocesan  procedure  required  that  I  submit  this  documentation  in  order  to  receive  the  benefit.  It 
was  submitted  solely  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  the  benefit  offered  by  the  archdiocese  to  clergy. 
It  was  submitted  with  the  understanding  that  it  would  be  held  in  confidence. 

My  understanding  is  that  the  privacy  of  such  information  is  protected  by  Federal  and  State  law. 

Though  at  this  stage  it  may  be  completely  inadequate,  I  request  and  require  that  the  archdiocese 
reclaim  this  private  information  from  all  who  received  it. 

This  situation  could  have  been  avoided  and  this  breach  of  my  privacy  prevented  if  the  archdiocese 
had  followed  the  court  ordered  procedure  for  preparing  proffers  and  allowed  me  to  review  the  file 
and  proffer  prior  to  its  dissemination  to  mird  parties,  as  other  priests  were  allowed  to  do.  I  remind 
you  that  several  requests  to  review  the  file  on  the  part  of  my  attorney  were  greeted  with  a  negative 
reply. 

Yours  in  Christ, 


Rev.  Msgr.  Richard  A.  Loomis 


cc: 


Cardinal  Roger  Mahony 
Msgr.  Craig  Cox 
REDACTED 


XII  00041 5 


RCALA  006264 


Msgr.  (Richard Loomis 
1190<PaComar%pad 
San  Marino,  QA  91108 


February  3, 2005 


REDACTED 


Thank  you  for  your  letter  of  January  26,  2005.  I  fear  the  opportunity  to  review  a  portion  of  my  file 
may  be  too  little,  too  late.  The  deviation  from  court  ordered  process  in  my  case  may  have  done 
irreparable  damage  to  my  situation  since  materials  withheld  from  my  review  for  months  may  have 
already  been  shared  with  third  parties  and  I  have  at  no  time  been  given  a  reasonable  opportunity  to 
defend  myself.  Even  so,  I  appreciate  that  I  was  finally  able  to  see  a  portion  of  my  file. 

Since  you  were  designated  to  respond  to  me,  I  can  only  presume  that  I  should  present  once  again  to 
you  the  unanswered  questions  from  my  previous  letter: 

1 .  I  would  like  to  know  why  the  court-ordered  process  was  not  followed  in  my  case. 

2.  I  would  also  like  to  know  why  I  was  not  allowed  to  review  my  file  with  aid  of  civil  and 
canonical  counsel  as  other  priests  had  done. 

These  are  specific  questions  to  which  I  require  a  response.  I  believe  I  am  due  answers  to  these 
questions. 

I  also  need  to  know  with  whom  my  file  or  other  confidential  information  about  me  has  been  shared. 
That  includes  material,  if  any,  from  the  canonical  process  that  is  not  in  the  file  I  have  had  the 
opportunity  to  review.  Your  letter  leads  me  to  believe  that  there  is  a  good  opportunity  that 
information  I  have  not  reviewed  has  been  shared  with  others.  As  your  letter  said,  I  have  reviewed 
"all  the  materials  he  Redacted    ^as  relevant  to  the  proffer  in  your  case." 

While  the  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles  has  taken  the  position  that  I  have  no  right  to  review 
materials  regarding  the  allegations  against  me,  I  understand  that  considerable  information  has  been 
shared  with  the  court  and  possibly  with  others.  If  third  parties  have  been  given  this  information  in 
any  form,  I  must  insist  to  have  access  to  it  also,  as  well  as  knowing  with  whom  it  has  been  shared. 
It  is  inconceivable  that  the  Archdiocese  could  take  the  stand  that  information  shared  with  third 
parties  is  to  be  withheld  from  me. 

Yours  in  Christ, 


Rev.  Msgr.  Richard  A.  Loomis 


cc: 


Cardinal  Roger  Mahony 

REDACTED^ 


Msgr.  Craig  Cox 
REDACTED 


XII  000416 


ArchdSocese  of  los  Angeles 


REDACTED 


3424 

Wiis'nire 

Boulevard 


Los  Angeles 

California 

90010-2241 


9  February  2005 


Msgr.  Richard  A.  Loomis 
1190PalomarRd. 
San  Marino,  CA  91108 


Dear  Monsignor  Loomis, 

Thank  you  for  your  letter  addressed  to  me  and  dated  February  3, 2005,  in  which  you  repeat 
questions  you  had  posed  earlier  and  insist  on  access  to  any  other  materials  in  your  file  that  may 
have  been  shared  with  third  parties. 

As  I  have  had  no  involvement  whatsoever  in  the  civil  litigation  activities  and  the  court-ordered 
process  you  refer  to,  I  am  unable  to  answer  your  two  questions.  AsR  ED  ACTED     is  the 
person  who  knows  what  the  court  guidelines  were,  I  am  sending  him  a  copy  of  your  letter  and 
referring  the  matter  to  him  for  an  answer. 

To  my  knowledge,REDACTED   sentREDACTED  all  the  materials  he  has  on  your  case;  there  is 
nothing  else  that  he  has.  No  other  materials  related  to  the  canonical  preliminary  investigation 
have  been  shared  with  any  third  party  so  far  as  I  know.  I  cannot  speak  to  any  other  information 
in  your  personnel  file,  which  has  not  pertained  to  the  preliminary  investigation. 

Until  we  receive  direction  from  higher  authority  on  how  to  proceed  canonically,  I  believe  there  ' 
nothing  more  that  I  can  report. 

Sincerelv  vours  in  Christ, 
REDACTED 


Copy:  Msgr.  Craig  Cox 

REDACTED 

Cardinal  Roger  Mahony 
REDACTED 


Pastoral  Regions:     Our  Lady  of  the  Angeis     San  Fernando     San  Gabriel     San  Pedro     Santa  Barbara 


REDACTED 


3424 

Wllshire 

Boulevard 


Los  Angeles 

California 

90010-224! 


9  February  2005 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 


Dear 


In  addition  to  copies  of  Monsignor  Loomis'  letter  to  me  (dated  February  3)  and  of  my 
reply  to  him  (dated  today),  I  am  enclosing  a  copy  of  his  letter  addressed  toREDACTED 
redacted  ^ated  February  2). 

These  are  the  two  letters  Monsignor  Cox  mentioned  when  we  spoke  on  the  phone  this 
afternoon.  After  you  have  had  the  chance  to  review  them,  please  call  Msgr.  Cox  to 
discuss  an  appropriate  response  to  Msgr.  Loomis.  It  our  present  thought  that REDACTE 
should  reply  on  behalf  olREDACTED 

Thank  you  so  much. 

Sincerely  yours, 
REDACTED 


Copy:  Mser.  Craie  Cox 
Fredacted 


Pastorai  Regions:     Our  Lady  of  the  Angeis     San  Fernando     San  Gabriel     San  Pedro     Santa  Barbara 


Msgr.  (Richard Jl.  Loomis 

,1190<PaComar<Rgad 
San  Marino,  CA  91108 

February  2, 2005 

REDACTED 

Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 
3424  Wilshire  Blvd. 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90010 

DearREDACTED 
REDACTED 


REDACTED 


Though  at  this  stage  it  may  be  completely  inadequate,  I  request  and  require  that  the  archdiocese 
reclaim  this  private  information  from  all  who  received  it 

This  situation  could  have  been  avoided  and  this  breach  of  my  privacy  prevented  if  the  archdiocese 
had  followed  the  court  ordered  procedure  for  preparing  proffers  and  allowed  me  to  review  the  file 
and  proffer  prior  to  its  dissemination  to  third  patties,  as  other  priests  were  allowed  to  do.  I  remind 
you  that  several  requests  to  review  the  file  on  the  part  of  my  attorney  were  greeted  with  a  negative 
reply. 


Yours  in  Christ, 


Rev.  Msgr.  Richard  A.  Loomis 


cc:      Cardinal  Roger  Mahony 
Msgr.  Craig  Cox 

REDACTED 


FEB  7  ?of)5 


RCALA  006268 


Msgr.  %jcfiard "Loomis 
1190  (Palmar  <R_pacf 
San  Marino,  Cfl-  91108 

February  3, 2005 

REDACTED 

Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 
3424  Wilshire  Blvd. 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90010 

^  REDACTED 
Deai 

Thank  you  for  your  letter  of  January  26,  2005.  I  fear  the  opportunity  to  review  a  portion  of  my  file 
may  be  too  little,  too  late.  The  deviation  from  court  ordered  process  in  my  case  may  have  done 
irreparable  damage  to  my  situation  since  materials  withheld  from  my  review  for  months  may  have 
already  been  shared  with  third  parties  and  I  have  at  no  time  been  given  a  reasonable  opportunity  to 
defend  myself.  Even  so,  I  appreciate  that  I  was  finally  able  to  see  a  portion  of  my  file. 

Since  you  were  designated  to  respond  to  me,  I  can  only  presume  that  I  should  present  once  again  to 
you  the  unanswered  questions  from  my  previous  letter: 

1 .  I  would  like  to  know  why  the  court-ordered  process  was  not  followed  in  my  case. 

2.  I  would  also  like  to  know  why  I  was  not  allowed  to  review  my  file  with  aid  of  civil  and 
canonical  counsel  as  other  priests  had  done. 

These  are  specific  questions  to  which  I  require  a  response.  I  believe  I  am  due  answers  to  these 
questions. 

I  also  need  to  know  with  whom  my  file  or  other  confidential  information  about  me  has  been  shared. 
That  includes  material,  if  any,  from  the  canonical  process  that  is  not  in  the  file  I  have  had  the 
opportunity  to  review.  Your  letter  leads  me  to  believe  that  there  is  a  good  opportunity  that 
information  I  have  not  reviewed  has  been  shared  with  others.  As  your  letter  said,  I  have  reviewed 
"all  the  materials  heREDACTED     has  relevant  to  the  proffer  in  your  case." 

While  the  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles  has  taken  the  position  that  I  have  no  right  to  review 
materials  regarding  the  allegations  against  me,  I  understand  that  considerable  information  has  been 
shared  with  the  court  and  possibly  with  others.  If  third  parties  have  been  given  this  information  in 
any  form,  I  must  insist  to  have  access  to  it  also,  as  well  as  knowing  with  whom  it  has  been  shared. 
It  is  inconceivable  that  the  Archdiocese  could  take  the  stand  that  information  shared  with  third 
parties  is  to  be  withheld  from  me. 


FEB  f  2005 
B¥>-  


Yours  in  Christ, 


Rev.  Msgr.  Richard  A.  Loomis 

cc:      Cardinal  Roger  Mahonv 
REDACTED 

Msgr.  Craig  Cox 

REDACTED 


XII  000420 


RCALA  006269 


REDACTED 


3424 

Wilshire 

Boulevard 


Los  Angeles 

California 

90010-2241 


Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 


February  17,  2005 


Reverend  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 

1190PalomarRoad 

San  Marino,  CA  91108 


COPY  FOR  YOUR 
INFORMATION 


Dear  Monsignor  Loomis: 

I  am  writing  to  respond  to  your  letter  of  February  2,  2005  concerning  the  contents  of  your  "P  File"  and 
your  concern  that  the  materials  were  made  available  to  third  parties  involved  in  the  current  litigation 
against  the  Archdiocese  and  naming  you  personally  before  they  were  provided  to  you  or  your  counsel. 

As  you  know,  for  many  years,  including  during  those  periods  when  you  served  as  /icar  for  Clergy, 
information  concerning  payments  and  receipts  for  medical,  dental  and  vision  treatment  of  clergy  has 

been  maintained  b^REDACTED  ^   in  the 'T  Files."  It  may  be  that  it  is  now  time  for  us  to 

reconsider  where  those  materials  are  filed.  However,  since  they  were  in  the  "P  File"  when  the  litigation 
was  commenced,  it  was  not  appropriate  to  reorganize  the  files  at  that  time. 

As  I  understand  from  our  litigation  counsel,  because  of  the  on-going  canonical  proceedings,  the  "P  File" 
was  not  made  available  to  you  or  your  counsel  until  last  month.  It  would  be  appropriate  for  him  to  file 
objections  to  the  distribution  or  use  of  the  information  directly  through  court  proceedings.  I  believe  that 
REDACTED  ias  ^one  this  on  behalf  of  other  clients.  We  will  respect  any  court  rulings  although  I  am  told 
that,  to  date,  the  court  has  overruled  the  objections  when  they  related  to  materials  such  as  those  that  are 
of  concern  to  you 

I  trust  this  responds  to  your  questions  even  if  it  is  not  fully  satisfactory.  I  am  thinking  of  you  and  we  all 
are  keeping  you  in  our  prayers  as  we  work  through  this  difficult  period  for  the  Church  and  many  of  our 
brother  priests. 


Sincerely  in  Christ, 
REDACTED 


Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 
cc:      Cardinal  Roger  Mahony 
Monsignor  Craig  Cox 
REDACTED 


Pastoral  Regions:     Our  Lady  of  the  Angels     San  Fernando     San  Gabriel 


San  Pedro 


Santa  Barbara 


XII  000421 


RCALA  006270 


Msgr.  Richard  Loomis 
1190<£aComa.r<Rs>ad 
San  Marino,  C%  91108 


March  21,  2005 


Cardinal  Roger  M.  Mahony 
Archbishop  of  Los  Angeles 
555  West  Temple  Street 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90012 

Your  Eminence, 

On  January  31, 2005,  after  repeated  requests  spanning  several  months,  I  was  finally  given  the 
opportunity  to  review  the  "P-file"  and  confidential  material  turned  over  to  the  court  in  September  of 
2004.  I  fear  the  opportunity  to  review  a  portion  of  my  file  may  well  be  too  little,  too  late.  The 
deviation  from  the  court  ordered  process  in  my  case  may  have  done  irreparable  damage  to  my 
situation  since  materials  withheld  from  my  review  for  months  have  already  been  shared  with  tihird 
parties.  This  included  medical  information  supplied  to  the  Archdiocese  for  the  sole  purpose  of 
obtaining  a  health  benefit.  Even  so,  I  appreciate  that  I  was  finally  able  to  see  a  portion  of  my  file, 
though  I  must  say  that  I  have  never  been  given  any  real  opportunity  to  defend  myself. 

I  find,  however,  that  I  must  present  to  you  questions  which  have  gone  unanswered  from  previous 
letters  to  various  archdiocesan  officials: 

1 .  I  would  like  to  know  why  the  court-ordered  process  was  not  followed  in  my  case. 

2 .  I  would  also  like  to  know  why  I  was  not  allowed  to  review  my  file  with  aid  of  civil  and 
canonical  counsel  as  other  priests  have  done. 

These  are  specific  questions  to  which  I  believe  I  am  due  answers.  Indeed,  with  all  due  respect,  I 
require  answers  to  these  questions. 

I  request  once  again  to  review  all  statements  and  material  regarding  allegations  made  against  me. 
That  includes  material,  if  any,  from  the  canonical  process  that  is  not  in  the  file  I  have  had  the 
opportunity  to  review.  Due  process  indicates  that  I  should  have  access  to  this  information,  as  well 
as  knowing  with  whom  my  file  or  other  confidential  information  about  me  has  been  shared. 

Yours  in  Christ, 


Rev.  Msgr.  Richard  A.  Loomis 


cc: 


REDACTED 


XII  000422 


RCALA  006271 


REDACTED 


XII  000423 


RCALA  006272 


XII  000424 


RCALA  006273 


COPY  FOR  YOUR 
INFORMATION 


REDACTED 


3424 

WUshlre 

Boulevard 


Los  Angeles 

California 

90010-2241 


Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 


1  April  2005 


Rev.  Msgr.  Richard  A.  Loomis 
1190  PalomarRd. 
San  Marino,  CA  91108 


Dear  Monsignor  Loomis, 

la  response  to  your  letter  of  21  March  to  Cardinal  Mahony,  I  have  obtained  a  copy  of  the 
court  order  in  question  and  reviewed  it. 

In  accord  with  Judge  Lichtman's  order  (copy  enclosed),  the  archdiocesan  legal  team 
prepared  the  relevant  proffers.  I  fail  to  recognize  any  aspect  of  the  order  that  was  not 
followed.  I  have  been  assured  that  none  of  the  accused  priests  was  invited  to  review  his 
file  in  this  regard  or  to  participate  in  the  preparation  of  the  proffers,  and  none  did  so. 
Therefore,  with  respect  to  the  civil  litigation  in  progress,  your  case  has  not  been  handled 
any  differently. 

Regarding  any  portion  of  the  canonical  preKrninary  investigation  that  you  have  not  seen, 
it  is  my  understanding  that  access  to  the  materials  gathered  in  that  investigation  is  granted 
at  a  later  stage  in  the  canonical  process,  depending  on  the  nature  of  the  process  and  the 
direction  provided  by  the  Congregation  for  the  Doctrine  of  the  Faith.  Until  we  receive 
that  direction,  we  are  not  in  a  position  to  permit  anyone,  including  your  self,  to  access  or 
review  the  material. 

I  continue  to  keep  you  in  my  prayers. 

Sincere! v  in  Christ. 


REDACTED 


Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 


Copies:     Cardinal  Roger  Mahony 


REDACTED 


Enclosure 


Pastoral  Regions:     Our  Lady  of  the  Angels     San  Fernando     San  Gabriel     San  Pedro     Santa  Barbara 
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SUPERIOR  COURT  OF  THE  STATE  OF  CALIFORNIA 
FOR  THE  COUNTY  OF  LOS  ANGELES 


Coordination  Proceeding 
Special  Title  (Rule  1550(b)) 

THE  CLERGY  CASES  I 


Judicial  Council  Coordination  Proceeding 
Case  No.  4286 

[Honorable  Maxvirr  M-  Lager,  Jr. 
Coordination  Trial  Judge] 
Honorable  Peter  D,  Lichtman  (Designated 
Settlement  Judge) 

ORDER  TO  PRODUCE  FILES  FOR  IN 
CAMERA  REVIEW  WITHOUT  WAIVER 
OF  ANY  PRIVILEGE 


Los'  Angeles  Superior  Court 
Department  33 


ORDER  TO  PRODUCE  FILES  FOR  IN  CAMERA  REVIEW 
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WHEREAS  on  June  17, 2003  the  Chief  Justice  of  California  and  Chair  of  the  Judicial 
Council  ordered  that  the  Honorable  Marvin  M.  Lager,  Jr.,  Judge  of  the  Superior  Court,  be  assigned 
to  Judicial  Council  Coordination  Proceeding  No.  4286"  to  sit  as  coordination  trial  judge  to  hear  and 
determine  the  coordinated  actions  referred  to  in  said  June  17, 2003  order  as  The  Clergy  Cases  I; 

WHEREAS  oa  July  18, 2003  the  Honorable  Marvin  M,  Lager,  Jr.,  transferred  The  Clergy 
Cases  I  for  settlement  purposes  only  to  die  Honorable  Peter  D.  Lichtman,  Supervising  Judge  of  flw 
Complex  Litigation  Court  for  die  County  of  Los  Angeles,  pursuant  to  stipulation  of  the  parties  set 
forth  in  said  July  1 8, 2003  order,  ordering  that  Judge  Lichtman  may  conduct  any  and  all  settlement 
inferences  as  warranted;  conduct  the  settlement  conference  as  he  finds  appropriate,  discuss  die 
:ase  privately  with  the  parties  on  any  side  without  their  counsel  present,  review  the  probable 
ividence,  communicate  with  Judge  Lager  about  the  mediation  process  and  progress,  and  issue  such 
lurther  orders  thai  m  his  opinion  would  facilitate  the  mediation  process, 

WHEREAS  the  defendant  Roman  Catholic  Archbishop  of  Los  Angeles  ("Archdiocese")  has 
n  its  possession  certain  files  pertaining  to  priests  identified  in  the  complaints  as  perpetrators  of 
uleged  sexual  abuse; 

WHEREAS  the  files  are  subject  to  various  claims  of  privilege  asserted  by  the  Archdiocese, 
Deluding  without  limitation  the  First  Amendment,  the  Clergy  Privilege,  4c  Psychojherapist 
>rivilege,  the  Attorney-Client  privilege,  etc. 

WHEREAS  the  Archdiocese  wishes  to  reserve  the  claims  of  privilege  so  as  to  preclude 
[isclosura  of  the  documents  to  plaintiffs  at  this  time; 

WHEREAS  the  Archdiocese  is  willing  to  prepare  proffers  concerning  the  individual  priests 
hat  will  state  relevant  facts  from  each  priest's  file,  including  the  priest's  assignments  within  the 
Mocese  and  will  identify  the  point  in  time  at  which  the  Archdiocese  had  notice  that  the  priest  had 
exual  interests  toward  minors; 

WHEREAS  the  Archdiocese  is  willing  to  produce  the  documents  supporting  said  proffers  for 
a  camera  review  by  Judge  Lichtman  or  his  designee  so  that  he  can  confirm  the  accuracy  of  the  facts 
et  forth  in  the  proffers,  provided  that  the  Archdiocese  is  assured  that  such  production  will  not  be 
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construed  or  claimed  to  constitute  waiver  of  any  privilege  the  Archdiocese  has  raised  or  might  raise 
in  the  future  concerning  the  documents  in  any  civil  or  criminal  case  or  proceeding 

"WHEREAS  coordinating  and  liaison  counsel  for  plaintiffs  has  agreed  on  behalf  of  plaintiffs 
that  such  production  of  proffers  and  documents  will  not  be  construed  or  deemed  to  be  a  waiver  of 
any  privilege,  and  that  plaintiffs  will  not  assert  in  any  proceeding  mat  said  production  constituted  a 
waiver  of  any  privilege;  and 

WHEREAS  Judge  Lichtman  and  the  parties  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  proffers,  once 
confirmed  to  he  accurate  through  in  camera  review  by  Judge  Lichtman  or  his  designee,  are 
necessary  to  facilitate  mediation  process  and  consummate  a  settlement  of  The  Clergy  Cases  I; 

IT  HEREBY  IS  ORDERED  as  follows: 
'  l.       The  Archdiocese  shall  prepare  proffers  as  described  above  for  each  accused  priest; 

2.  For  each  proffer,  the  Archdiocese  will  produce  documents  for  in  camera  review.  The 
proffers  will  identify  by  production  number  the  supporting  documents,  which  will  be  presented  in 
notebooks  for  ready  access  and  review  by  the  Court; 

3.  The  proffers  will  be  made  available  to  plaintiffs'  counsel,  after  the  Court  has 
indicated  by  written  order  whether  the  facts  set  forth  therein  are  in  the  Court's  opinion  supported  by 
the  documentation  provided  by  the  Archdiocese; 

4.  The  Archdiocese's  production  of  the  proffers  and  supporting  documents  shall  not  be. 
deemed  to  constitute  a  waiver  of  any  privilege  that  the  Archdiocese  has  asserted  or  shall  assert  in 

any'  civil  or  criminal  proceeding. 

5.  The  plaintiffs  shall  not  assert  in  any  such  proceeding  that  the  Archdiocese's 
production  of  the  proffers  and  supporting  documentation  pursuant  to  this  order  constituted  a  waiver 
of  any  such  privilege. 


_  -2.     ■  .. 

ORDER  TO  PRODUCE  FILES  FOR  IN  CAMERA  REVIEW 

WITHOUT  V/AXV5R  OF  ANY  PRIVILEGE  j 
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6.       The  supporting  documents  shall  be  returned  to  the  Archdiocese  after  completion  of 
the  Court's  in  camera  review  contemplated  hereby. 

DATED: -Aegps*Xi>  2003 


Hon.  'Peter  D.  Lichtman 
Judge'  of  the  Superior  Court 


 .  «j  - 

ORDER.  TO  PRODUCE  FILES  FOR  IN  CAMERA  REVIEW 
WITHOUT  WAIVER  OF  ANY  PRIVILEGE 
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REDACTED 


3424 

Wilshjre 

Boulevard 


Lcs  Angeles 
California 
9C0i 0-224! 


Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeies 


25  April  2005 


Msgr.  Richard  A.  Loomis 
1190  PalomarRd. 
San  Marino,  CA  91108 


Dear  Monsignor  Loomis, 

la  this  Easter  season  please  know  that  you  remain  in  my  prayers  during  these  difficult  times. 

During  his  absence  in  Rome  the  Cardinal  received  a  response  from  then  Cardinal  Ratzinger  at 
the  Congregation  for  the  Doctine  of  the  Faith,  The  Congregation  has  granted  derogation  from 
prescription  and  authorized  an  ecclesiastical  trial  in  regard  to  the  allegations  brought  forth  by 
REDACTED  and  his  three  elementary  school  friends.  The  other  allegations,  all  of 

which  you  have  been  made  aware,  are  to  be  treated  "only  as  adminicula  insofar  as  they  do  not 
constitute  delicts." 

The  ecclesiastical  trial  will  be  held  in  accord  with  the  norms  of  canon  law  i and  the  provisions  of 

Sacramentorum  sanctitatis  tutela.  To  assure  a  fair  and  impartial  trial,KtUA^  1  tL) 

acting  for  the  Cardinal,  has  contacted  the  authorities  at  the  United  States  Catholic  Conference  of 

Bishops  to  seek  a  panel  of  ecclesiastical  judges  from  outside  of  the  ecclesiastical  province  of  Los 

Angeles. 

Once  the  judges  are  named,  the  matter  will  be  entrusted  to  them.  They  then  assume 
responsibility  for  the  conduct  of  the  trial.  One  of  those  judges,  or  an  auditor  appointed  by  them, 
will  be  in  touch  with  you  and  your  advocate  to  make  arrangements  for  all  aspects  relating  to  your 
exercise  of  a  proper  defense. 

The  Congregation's  authorization  now  allows  us  to  bring  the  matter  to  a  canonical  resolution. 

Sincerely  yours  in  Christ, 
REDACTED 


Copy:  Cardinal  Roger  Mahony 
REDACTED 


Pastoral  Regions:     Our  Lady  of  the  Angeis     San  Fernando 


San  Cabiie! 


San  Pedro 


Santa  Barbara 
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Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 


Office  of 

the  Archbishop 

(213)537-7283 


3424 

Wilshire 

Boulevard 


Los  Angeles 

California 

90010-2202 


DECREE 


Having  received  authorization  from  the  Congregation  for  the  Doctrine  of  the  Faith  to  conduct  a 
penal  trial  to  determine  whether  Msgr.  Richard  A.  Loomis  is  guilty  of  allegations  of  sexual 
misconduct  with  minors  while  a  cleric,  in  virtue  of  Canon  1721  #1,1  hereby  decree  that  a  judicial 
process  is  to  be  initiated. 

I  hereby  appointREDACTED  to  serve  as  REDACTED        in  this  matter.  The 

files  from  the  preh'rrrinary  investigation  concerning  the  accusation  brought  against  Msgr.  Loomis 
are  to  be  handed  over  to  redacted      so  that  he  may  prepare  a  libellus  in  accord  with  the 
norms  of  Canons  1721  #1, 1502,  and  1504  for  the  presentation  to  the  Tribunal  of  the 
Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles. 

Given  at  the  Curial  Offices  of -the  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles  in  California  on  this  26th  day  of 
April  2005. 


Archdiocesan  Seal  . 


REDACTED 


Archbishop  of  Los  Angeles 


Pastoral  Regions:     Our  Lady  of  the  Angels     San  Fernando     San  Gabriel     San  .Pedro     Santa  Barbara 
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Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 


Office  of 

the  Archbishop 

(213)  637-7288 


3424 

Wllstiire 

Boulevard 


Los  Angeles 

California 

90010-2202 


DECREE 


The  Case  of  the  Rev.  Msgr.  Richard  A.  Loomis 
accused  of  graviora  delicto 


Appointment  of  Judges 


Having  been  directed  by  the  Congregation  for  the  Doctrine  of  the  Faith  to  initiate  a  penal  process 
in  the  above-named  Case,  and  acting  in  accordance  with  the  prescriptions  of  Canon  1425  §1,  2°, 
§2  and  §3, 1  hereby  appoint  the  following  to  adjudicate  said  matter: 


as  Associate  Judge: 
as  Associate  Judge: 

These  aforenamed  Judges  are  charged  to  make  a  final  determination  as  regards  the  competence 
of  the  Metropolitan  Tribunal  of  the  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles  to  try  this  case,  and  if 
competence  is  established,  to  decide  the  questions  at  issue  according  to  the  norms  of  law. 

Given  at  the  Curial  Offices  of  the  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles  in  California  on  this  25*  day  of 
July  2005. 


as  Presiding  Judge: 


REDACTED 


Archdiocbsan  Seal 


REDACTED 


His  Eminence 
Cardinal  Roger  M.  Mahony 
Archbishop  of  Los  Angeles 


Pastoral  Regions:     Our  Lady  of  the  Angels     San  Fernando     San  Gabriel     San  Pedro     Santa  Barbara 


REDACTED 


November  1, 2005 

Monsignor  Craig  A.  Cox,  JCD 

Vicar  for  Clergy  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 

3424  Wilshire  Boulevard 

Los  Angeles,  California  90010-2202 

Re;  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 

Dear  Monsignor  Cox: 

I  am  responding  to  your  letter  to  Monsignor  Loomis  dated  October  2, 2005.  As 
you  know  I  have  been  away  from  my  office  from  October  1  to  October  21, 2005. 

REDACTED 


cc:  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 
REDACTED 


RCALA  006282 


REDACTED 


34Z4 

Wllshlre 

Boulevard 


Los  Angeles 

California 

9O010-220Z 


Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 


REDACTED 


Re:  Richard  Loomis. 

REDACTED 

Dear 

As  per  your  request,  I  am  enclosing  the  following: 

1.  A  signed  copy  of  the  Libellus. 

2.  Another  set  of  documents,  with  each  page  numbered  consecutively  at  the  upper  right 
hand  comer  of  the  page. 

I  regret  the  mistake  made  in  not  enclosing  the  correct,  approved  version  of  Monsignor 
Loomis'  canonical  interview.  The  correct  version  is  contained  in  this  new  set,  and  will 
be  communicated  to  the  judges. 

Regarding  a  review  of  the  investigative  file  at  the  diocesan  offices,  I  would  prefer  that  the 
request  be  made  to  the  presiding  judge.  I  beg  your  understanding  in  this  matter. 

Thank  you  for  your  understanding  with  regard  to  a  possible  delay  in  complying  with  your 
requests.  I  did  indeed  have  to  make  a  trip  to  Ireland  for  my  brother's  funeral.  With  every 
good  wish, 


Sincerely  Yours  in  Christ, 
REDACTED 


Pastoral  Regions:     Our  Lady  of  the  Angels     San  Fernando     San  Gabriel     San  Pedro     Santa  Barbara 


XII  000434 


LIBELLUS  OF  THE  PROMOTER  OF  JUSTICE 


Petition  in  accord  with  Canon  1504  to  the  Tribunal  of  the  Archdiocese  of  Los 
Angeles  for  a  penal  trial  in  the  matter  of  Reverend  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis, 
accused  of  the  sexual  abuse  of  minors. 

To: 

REDACTED 


duly  constituted  by  His  Eminence,  Cardinal  Roger  M.  Mahony,  as  the  court 
appointed  specifically  to  hear  this  case. 

^redacted  duly  appointedR  ED  ACTED        ,  at  the 

direction  of  the  diocesan  bishop,  hereby  request  the  court  to  conduct  a  penal  trial  to 
determine  the  truth  of  allegations  brought  against  Rev.  Msgr.  Richard  A.  Loomis,  care,  of 
SS.  Feiicitas  and  Perpetua  Church,  1190  Palamor  Road,  San  Marino,  CaUfornia,  that  he 
has  committed  the  canonical  delict  mentioned  in  Canon  2359§2.  of  the  191?  Code  of 
Canon  Law,  preserved  in  Canon  1395,  §2.  of  the  1983  Code  of  Canon  Law  and  . 
Sacramentorum  Sanctitatis  Tutela  #4.  If  he  is  found  guilty,  I  further  request  that  he  be  . 
permanently  removed  from  ministry,  not  excluding  dismissal  from  the  clerical  state.  This 
petition  is  being  made  to  the  court  so  that  public  order  might  be  restored  and  that  scandal 
might  be  repaired. 

The  General  Facts 

•  Richard  A.  Loomis  was  born  on  August  2, 1946.  He  entered  the  Brothers  of  St.  Patrick 
in  1 966  and  took  the  name  Brother  Becket.  He  was  assigned  as  a  teacher  and  Dean  of 
•Discipline  at  Pater  Noster  High  School,  Los  Angeles.  He  resigned  from  the  order,  entered 
St.  John's  Seminary,  Camarillo,  California,  was  ordained  a  deacon  on  May  .10, 1975,  and 
a  priest  on  May  29, 1976,  He  is  incardinated  in  the  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles. 

His  first. assignment  was  as.associate  pastor  at  Holy  Family  Parish,  Glendale,  California 
from  June  1976  to  July  1979.  He  has  had  several  other  assignments  within  the 
archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles,  including  that  of  Vicar  for  Clergy  from' January  1, 1996  to 
December  31, 2000..His  most  recent  assignment  is  as  pastor  .of  SS.  Feiicitas  and  Perpetua 
Parish,  SanMarino,  California. 

The  first  report  of  an  allegation  of  sexual  misconduct  with  a  minor  against  Richard 
Loomis  was  received  by  the  Archbishop  of  Los  Angeles  in  December  2003 .  Soon 
thereafter,  a  second  allegation  reporting  a  separate  incident  of  sexual  misconduct 
surfaced.  The  archbishop  determined  that  the  allegations  had  at  least  the  semblance  of 
truth.  The  matter  became  known  to  the  public  through  the  local  media.  Now  that  public 
order  was  under  threat,  Msgr.  Loomis  was  removed  temporarily  from  active  ministry. 


The  archbishop  directed  that  a  preliminary  investigation  be  conducted  in  accord  with 
Canon  1717  of  the  Code  of  Canon  Law,  and  upon  completion,  the  Acta  were  forwarded 
to  the  Congregation  for  the  Doctrine  of  the  Faith  in  accord  with  the  provisions  of 
Sacramentorum  Sanctatis  Tutela  U.  1 .  After  a  careful  examination  of  the  Acta,,  and  in 
the  light  of  Cardinal  Mahony's  comments,  that  Congregation  granted  derogation  from 
prescription  for  action  concerning  the  delict  of  sexual  abuse  of  a  minor  by  a  cleric,  and^ 
authorized  a  penal  process  to  determine  the  truth  of  the  matter.  (Congregatio  Pro  Doctrka 
Fidei,  21  March' 2005 :  Prot  N.  868/2004-20824) 


Competence 


The  Tribunal  of  the  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles  has  legal  competence  in  this  case  by 
virtue  of  authorization,  and  a  grant  of  derogationfrom  the  terms  of  prescription  for 
criminal  action  concerning  the  crime  of  sexual  abuse  of  a  minor,  by  the  Congregation  for 
the  Doctrine  of  the  Faith.  (March  21, 2005,  Prot  No.  868/2004-20824) 


Basis  for  action 

'  The  basis  for  this  action  is  five  separate  allegations  brought  against  Richard  Loomis.  Of  ■ 
these  five,  the  allegation  brought  byREDACTED  alone  rises  to  the  level 

of  the  delict  of  sexual  abuse  of  aminor  (Canon  2359,  §2, 1917  Code,  Canon  1395,  §2 
1983  Code).  Of  the  remaining  four,  two  allege  sexual  misconduct  with  minors  before 
Richard  Loomis  became  a  cleric,  and  the  other,  two  allege  inappropriate  behavior  with 
■  adult  males.  These  allegations  will  be  employed  as  admjmcula  (Canon  1679;  1536,  §2; 
Dignitas  Conubii,  1 57, 180)  in  the  evaluation  of  the  principal  complaint. 

The  Allegation 

REDACTED  a]leses  tha±  Richard  A>  Loomis  engaged  in  willful  and  external  acts 

intended  to  exploitR E D ACTED  fpr  purposes  of  sexual  gratification.  These  acts 
occurred  between' June  1976  and  June  1977.  At  that  time,  Richard  Loomis  was  a  cleric, 
andREDACTED      was  13  years  old. 

Interaction: 

The  interaction  betweenREDACTED      .  and  Puchard  Loomis  included,  but  was  not 
limited  to,  ■ 

a)      Invitations  by  Richard  Loomis  to  REDACTED      to  be  alone  with  him  in  the 
community  room  and  bar  of  the  rectory  at Holy  Family  Parish. 


b)       Richard  Loomis  telegraphing  Ms  sexual  proclivities  to  REDACTED  through 
sexual  innuendo 

c^      REDACTED      being  taken  to  an  "R"  rated  movie  about  homosexuality  and 
uninhibited  sexual  boundaries  between  men  and  women. 

Agravating  circumstances: 

a)  These  invitations  to  the  private  quarters  of  the  rectory  ostensively  were  to  discuss 
and  encourage  REDACTED        vn^atinn  to  the  priesthood,  thus  negating  any 
suspicion  in  the  mind  of  "REDACTED     ^  Richard  Loomis  had  ulterior 
motives.  . 

b)  During  his  visits  to  the  community  room  and  bar,  Richard  Loomis  encouraged 
redacted      _     a  13  year  old  hoy,  to  consume  alcoholic  beverages.  - 

c)  The  actions  named  in  a)  and  b)  above  were  perpetrated  under  "the  color  of 
authority",  priest  to  altar  server/prospective  seminarian. 

Impact  of  interaction  0I]REDACTED 

a)  Through  personal  observatiojREDACTED  _  became  aware  that  Richard 
Loomis  constantly  surrounded  rrimself  with  altar  boys  and  had  an  inordinate^ 
interest  in  them, 

b)  REDACTED  _      perception  of  Richard  Loomis'  behavior  was,  "AlcohoL 

sexual  immendos  and  the  presence  of  boys  always  seemed  to  go  together".  • 

c^     REDACTED       ^  verv  TOCornfortable  alone  in  the  presence  of  Richard 

Loomis  to  the  point  of  sensina  that  he  was  about  to  be  touched  by  him  in  some 
.  inappropriate  manner.  REDAC_TEDexplained,  "It  was  as  though  he  would  take  it  to 
the  edge,  but  never  go  over  it  with  a  sexual  solicitation". 

'  '  '.  \         .     ,      1  •   •  n  '  REDACTED 

.  dY      As  an  authority  figure,  Richard  Loomis  exercised  undue  influence  ovei 

REDACTED  '  ..  , 

Nature  of  the  Crime 

REDACTED     allegation  does  not  include  physical  touching.  It  is  generally  accepted, 
however,  that  non-contact  exploitation  can  qualify  as  the-delict  of  Canon  2359,  §2  of  the  • 
1917  Code  of  Canon  Law,  preserved  in  Canon  1395,  §2  of  the  1983  Code  of  Canon  Law 
and  Sacramentorum  Sanctatis  TuteldU.  Doctrine,  jurisprudence  and  praxis 
acknowledges  that  a  sin  contra  sextom  includes  such  actions  as,  inappropriate  non-genital 
contact,  and  verbal  exchanges  of  a  sexual  nature.  ■ 


The  elements  of  a  crime  are  present  when  a  willful,  external  act  intended  to  exploit  a 
minor  for  the  purposes  of  sexual  gratification  of  a  cleric  is  perpetrated.  The  crime  arises 
from  the  actions  of  a  cleric,  even  when  there  is  no  response  from  the  victim  to  the  actions 
of  the  perpetrator.  ■ 


Proofs 

It  will  be  established  that  Richard  Loomis  developed  a  pattern  of  behavior  of  the  kind 
that  would  suggest  that  he  had  the  will,  desire  and  capacity  to  engage  in  actions  or 
interaction  with  minors  which  constitute  an  external,  objectively  grave  violation  of  the 
sixth  commandment.  This  behavior  was  observed  several  years  before  his  ordination  to 
.the  diaconate,  and  lasted,  at  least,  through  his  assignment  as  associate  pastor  at  Holy 
Family  Parish,  Glendale.  Since  the  interaction  witfaREDACTED      _    is  alleged  to  have 
occurred  within  this  time  frame,  it  can  be  reasonably  deduced  that  Richard  Loomis  had 
the  will,  desire  and  capacity  to  perpetrate  the  delict  of  which  he  is  accused. 

The  proof  in  this  case  will  consist  in  the' sworn  testimony  of  REDACTED       _  }  a 
priest  of  the  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles,  presently  serving  as  administrator  of  Holy 
Trinity  Parish,  Los  Angeles.  He  will  be  supported  in  his  allegation  by  the  swom 
statements  of  three  school  matesREDACTED  w  .         .  .  andREDACTED 

altar  servers  at  Holy  Family  Parish  withREDACTED 


REDACTED 


As  admiracula  in  the  evaluation  of  the  principal  complaint,  the  swom  statements  of 
REDACTED  "andREDACTED  will  be  introduced,  they  will  testify  that,  when' 

they  were  still  rninors,  and  before  he  became  a  cleric,  Richard  Loomis  engaged  in  actions 

with  them  which  would  qualify.as  objectively  grave  violations  of  the  sixth 

commandment.  R  E  D  ACTE  D 
REDACTED 


redacted        '  priests  of  the  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles, 

^({redacted  ,  mother  ofREDACTED       will  testifV  with  regard  to  what 

they  learned  about  the  relationship  of  Richard  Loomis  toREDACTED  and 
redacted    and  hence  the  reliability  of  the  testimony  ofREDACTED 

REDACTED  will  testify 

to  the  sequence  of  events  at  the  time  when  accusations  of  sexual  misconduct  by  Richard 
Loomis  were  first  reported  to  archdiocesan  authorities. 

;  Memoranda  on  deliberations  of  the  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board  will  also  be 
placed  in  evidence,  together  with  selected  documents  from  the  personnel  file  of  Richard 
Loomis,  and  documentary  evidence  of  media  coverage  that  attended  the  oase.  • 


RCALA  006287 


Respectfully  submitted  this    day  of  December,  2005 


REDACTED 


XII  000439 


CONGREGATED 
PRO  DOCTRINA  FIDEI 


00120  CittZ  del  Vaticano, 
Palazzo  del  S.  tlffizio 


21  March  2005 


Prot.  n.  8^8^004^20524 

(tn  fopanmtu  fiat  mattio  htius  mmri) 

CONFIDENTIAL 


Your  Eminence,  ""  ••  ^.u^  ' 

The  Congregation  for  the  Doctrine'  of  the  Faith  received  your  correspondence 
regarding  the  case  of  teRev.  Msgr.  RiciiMd.  A.  LOOMIS,  a  priest  incardinated  in  the 
Archdiocese  of  Cos  Angeles,  who  has  been.accused  of  the  sexual  abuse  of  a  minor. 

After  having :.carefially..  examined  thereto,  and  in  light  .of-'Yrour; .•Eminence's 
comments,  this. .Congregation  grants  a  derogation  from  prescription: for. action-concerning 
the  delict  of  sexual  abuse;of.aminor.  The  derogation  from  prescription. is*  given  solely  for 
the  allegations  brought, -forth  b}REDACTED  et  alii  The  other  .allegations  should 

be  treated  only,  -as  ;adminicula  insofar  .as  they  do  not  constitute  delicto;-' -You  are  thus 
authorized  to  initiate. a  penal  process  as  soon  as  pos'sible. 

.i*       • .      ••  •  ■  •  '  . 

.  ..  -.~  .'j       ■■  -  . 

'  Your  Err4nenceis,kindly  requested  toaiominate  a  Promoter  :o£  Justice- to  fulfill  the 
requirements  of  carrel  721;-  -  During  the  penalstrial.at  First  Mtance- care  should  be  'taken 
that  the  accused;  i'ss-feUy; aware  of  the  allegations  and  proofs,-. and:that.  he  enjoy  the-, 
opportunity,  via^his; canonical  advocate,  of  a, proper  defense  in- accordance  with  can.  1723. 
On  completion^ .the:above-mentioned  process,. the  Tribunal  is  asked. tqforward  the  Acta 
to  the  Congregation. 

With  fraternal  regards-  and  prayerful      wishes,  I  remain  h  t «. f 

"        .  ^  ...=.;.  •  • 

Yours  fraternally  in  the  Lord, 


His  Eminence 

Roger  Cardinal  MAHOMY1 

Archbishop  of  Los  Angele% 
3424  Wilshire  Blvd 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90410-2202 
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DECREE 


Having  received  authorization  from  the  Congregation  for  the  Doctrine  of  the  Faith  to  conduct  a 
penal  trial  to  determine  whether  Msgr.  Richard  A.  Loomis  is  guilty  of  allegations  -of  sexual 
misconduct  with  minors  while  a  cleric,  in  virtue  of  Canon  1721  #1, 1  hereby  decree  that  a  judicial 
process  is  to  be  initiated. 

I  hereby  appoint  R ED  ACTE D  to  serve  as  Promoter  of  Justice  in  this  matter.  The 

files  from  the  prehminary  investigation  concerning  the  accusation  brought  against  Msgr,  Loomis 
are  to  be  handed  over  toRADA9TED       so  that  he  may  prepare  a  libellus  in  accord  with  the  • 
norms  of  Canons  1721  #1, 1502,  and  1504  for  the  presentation  to  the  Tribunal  of  the 
Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles. 

Given  at  the  Curial  Offices  of  .the  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles  in  California  on  this  26th  day  of 
April  2005. 


Archdiocesan  Seal  . 

REDACTED 


Archbishop  of  Los  Angeles 
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Office  oF 

the  Archbishop 

(2!3)  S37-7Z83 


3424 
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Boulevard 


Los  Angeles 
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90010-2202 


DECREE 


The  Case  of  the  Rev.  Msgr.  Richard  A.  Loomis 
accused  of  gmviom  deticta 


Appointment  of  Judges 


Having  been  directed  by  the  Congregation  for  the  Doctrine  of  the  Faith  to  initiate  a  penal  process 
in  the  above-named  Case,  and  acting  in  accordance  with  the  prescriptions  of  Canon  1425  §1,2°, 
§2  and  §3, 1  hereby  appoint  the  following  to  adjudicate  said  matter: 

as  Presiding  Judge:  REDACTED 
as  Associate  Judge: 
as  Associate  Judge: 

These  aforenamed  Judges  are  charged  to  make  a  final  determination  as  regards  the  competence 
of  the  Metropolitan  Tribunal  of  the  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles  to  try  this  case,  and  if 
competence  is  established,  to  decide  the  questions  at  issue  according  to  the- norms  of  law. 

'  Given  at  the  Curial  Offices  of  the  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles  in  California  on  this  25th  day  of 


July  2005. 


Archdiocesan  Seal 


REDACTED 


His  Eminence 
Cardinal  Roger  M.  Mahony 
Archbishop  of  Los  Angeles 


Pastoral  Regions:    Our  Lady  of  the  Angels    San  Fernando     San  Gabriel    San  Pedro     Santa  Barbara 


RCALA  006291 


REDACTED  3424  Los  Angeles 

55  Wlishlre  California 

Archdiocese  of  Los  Angelas  Boulevard  90010-2241 


DECREE 


Preliminary  information  has  come,  forward  indicating  that  Reverend  Monsignor  Richard  A. 
Loomis  may  have  committed  a  delict  against  canon  1395.  Therefore,  in  accord  with  the 
provisions  of  canon  1717,  in  accord  withmy  authority  a^AdED  and  upon 

the  specific  direction  the  Archbishop,  I  hereby  decree  the  opening  of  a  Canonical  preliminary 
investigation. 

I  hereby  designate^ E D ACTE D  ■  a  licensed  private  investigator  REDACTED  and  former  Special 
A^ent  of  the  FBI  as  auditor  to  conduct  the  investigation.  He  has  the  authority  to  subdelegate  this 
responsibility  and  to  involve  others  to  assist  in  this  investigation.  In  the  course  of  conducting 
this  investigation,  the  auditors  are  reminded  of  their  duty  to  respect  the  rights  and  reputation  of 
all  involved  and  to  respect  the  canonical  requirements  of  secrecy  attached  to  such  an 
investigation. 

Given  this  5th  day  of  January  in  the  Year  of  Our  Lord  2004  at  the  Curia  of  the  Archdiocese  of  Los 
Angeles  in  Cahfomia. 


REDACTED 


Archdiocesan  Seal 


Pastoral  Regions     Our  Udy  of  the  Angels     San  Fernando     Sar.Gabf.al     Sar,  Padro     Santa  Barbara 
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REDACTED  34,24  Los  Angeles 

Archdiocese  of  Las  Angelas  !  ^'"f^w  , 

Boulevard  90010-2241 


DECREE 


On  5  January  2004 1  directed  that  the  prior  investigation  of  a  penal  process  be  undertaken  to 
examine  the  allegation  of  serious  offenses  against  chinch  law  committed  by  Reverend  Monsignor 
Richard  A.  Loomis. 

A  careful  examination  thus  far  of  the  facts,  circumstances  and  imputability  of  the  activities  in 
question  has  determined  that  the  allegations  are  sufficiently  credible  to  warrant  the  conclusion 
that  offenses  may  well  have  occurred. 

Given  the  prominence  of  person  and  the  former  position  of  authority  held  by  Monsignor  Loomis, 
the  gravity  of  the  scandal  involved  is  such.that,  in  order  to  protect  the  wider  good  of  the  Church 
as  well  as  the  right  of  defense  of  the  accused,  it  is  necessary  to  apply  the  precautionary  measures 
of  canon  1722,  mentioned  in  Norm  6  of  the  Essential  Norms  for  Diocesan/Epdrchial  Policies 
Dealing  with  Allegations  of  Sexual  Abuse  of  Minors  by  Priests  or  Deacons,  even  before  the 
preliminary  investigation  is  formally  concluded.  A  further  reason  for  immediate  action  is  that  the 
existence  of  an  accusation  is  already  publicly  known. 

As  further  lines  of  inquiry  must  be  completed  before  submitting  the  case  to  the  Congregation^ 
the  Doctrine  of  the  Faith  as  prescribed  in  that  same  Norm  6,  in  accord  with  my  authority  as 
REDACTED  I  hereby  decree  that  the  precautionary  measures  of  canon  1 722  are  to  be 

applied  by  the  Vicar  for  Clergy  in  the  customary  manner. 

Given  this  13th  day  of  February  in  the  Year  of  Our  Lord  2004  at  the  Curia  of  the  Archdiocese  of 
Los  Angeles  in  California. 


REDACTED 


Archdiocesan  Seal 


Pastoral  Regions;     Our,  Lady  of  the  Angels     San  Fernando     San  Gabriel     Sao  Pedro     Santa  Baibera 
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REDACTED 


ArcJidiotsse  of  Los  Angeles 


Wilshlre 
Boulevard 


Los  Angeles 

California 

iSOOiO-2241 


DECREE 
la  the  name  of  God. 

Whereas,  on  5  January  2004, 1  opened  a  preliminary  investigation  into  an  allegation  lodged 
against  Reverend  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis  concerning  a  possible  violation  of  CIC  canon 
1395,  §2,  that  is,  sexual  abuse  of  a  minor;  and 

'  Whereas,  the  investigation  has  been  sufficiently  instructed  to  enable  me  to  make  a  prudent  and 
obj  ective  evaluation  regarding  the  matter  and  recommendation  to  the  Archbishop ; 

I  hereby  decree  and  declare,  in  conformity  with  the  norm  of  law  (canon  1 7 1 8)  the  conclusion  of 
me  preliminary  investigation,  with  the  understanding  that  if  the  opportunity  should  arise  before 
the  initiation  of  any  administrative  or  judicial  process  to  interview  further  witnesses,  the 
canonical  auditor (s)  shall  do  so. 

Further,  having  weighed  the  elements,  gathered,  and  having  heard  experts  in  the  law  and  others 
possessing  expertise  concerning  these  matters,  including  the  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board 
(the  diocesan  review  board  mentioned  in  USCCB  Essential  Norms  n.  4a),  I  find  and  declare  that 
the  allegations  lodged  against  Reverend  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis  do  not  appear  to  be 
manifestly  false..  I  further  find  that,  while  there  appears  to  be  no  actionable  delict  at  issue,  the 
nature  and  circumstances  of  the  allegations  require  a  more  formal  process  for  their  adjudication. 
Motives  for  these  conclusions  are  contained  in  the  acts  of  the  prehminary  investigation. 

Wherefore,  upon  the  consent  and  direction  of  the  Archbishop  of  Los  Angeles,  I  direct  that  the 
acts  of  the  preliminary  investigation,  together  with  the  Archbishop 's  votum  concerning  the 
matter,  be  referred  to  the  Congregation  for  the  Doctrine  of  the  Faith. 

Given  this  8th  day  of  November  in  the  Year  of  Our  Lord  2004  at  the  Curia  of  the  Archdiocese  of 
Los  Angeles  in  California. 

REDACTED 


Archdiocesan  Seal 


Pastoral  Regions:     OurUdyoftheAngefe     San  Fernando    -San  Gabriel     San  Pedro     Santa  Barbara 
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MEMORANDUM 


TO :  C  ardinal  Ro  ger  Mahony 

FROM:      REDACTED  REDACTED 
Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board 

RE:  Recommendation  of  the  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board 

Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis  (CMOS  071-01) 

DATE:         February  11,2004 


The  Board  discussed  the  case  of  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis  at  its  meeting  on  February  1 1, 
2004. 

As  you  know,REDACTED ;  was  one  of  a  number  of  plaintiffs  in  a  complaint  filed  in  the  Los 
Angeles  Superior  Court  on  December .17, 2003.  Redacted    ;  alleges  that  Brother  Beckett,  now. 
known  as  Richard  A.  Loomis,  anc'REDACTED      _         sexually  molested  him  at  many 
different  places  from  approximately  1969  through  approximately  1971  when  he  was  a  student  at 
Pater  Noster  High  School,  No  details  are  stated  in  the  complaint. 

On  December  23, 2003,  you  asked  me  in  my  capacity  as  Chairman  of  the  Clergy  Misconduct 
Oversight  Board  to  head  a  special,  totally  independent  investigation  of  the  allegations  against  . 
Monsignor  Loomis  and  report  my  findings  and  recommendations  to  you  directly  and  to  the 
Oversight  Board.  I  employed  REDACTED   a  retired-FBI  agent  and  a  licensed  investigator,  to 
assist  me  in  my  investigation  tUA° ' tU   has  been  appointed  as  a  Canonical  Auditor  for 
purposes  of  this  investigation, 

I  wrote  to  REDACTED  attorney,  on  January  2  and  16, 2004  requesting 

additional  information  and  an  interview  with  his  client.  I  received  no  response  to  either  letter. 
At  my  requestREDACTED     contactedRE  DACTED  office  on  February  9  in  an  effort  to  obtain 
an  interview  withREDACTED    ;  bulREDACTED     was  hot  in  and  the  person  with  whomREDACTED 
REDACTEDgpQkg  was  not  authorized  to  make  that  decision  and  was  not  encouraging. 

On  February  9, 2004, 1  sent  you  my  report  of  the  results  of  the  investigation  to  that  date.  Since 
then  I  received  a  follow-up  report  fromREDACTED  an  Addendum  to  his  previous  interview  with 
REDACTED  A  C0PV  °f  me  Addendum  is  enclosed  herewith. 

The  body  of  the  charges  are  contained  in  the  following  reports: 

e  redacted   •  interview  wim^^^ED  in  whiclREDACTED  relates  an  incident 

which  occurred  during  the  summer  of  1974  in  which  Monsignor  Loomis,  while  a^ 
seminarian,  made  inappropriate  remarks  about  young  boys  who  were  wearing  swimming 
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REDACTED 

trucks  and  later  made  a  "pass"  at  him.  was  a  young  adult  (age  23)  at  the  time. 

You  were  provided  with  a  copy  of  this  report  on  February  9. 

«  Redacted    interview  with  Redacted  in  whielREDACTED  i 

relates  a  complaint  that  he  received  during  the  summer  of  1 974  involving  the  sexual 
molestation  oiREDACTED       ,  a  minor,  by  Monsignor  Loomis  while  he  was  a 
seminarian  assigned  to  Corpus  Christi  for  the  summer.RE  DACTED        reported  the 
incident  to  Monsignor  Craig  Cox  approximately  ten  days  ago  after  he  received 
notification  that  an  armoxmcement  had  been  made  at  Monsignor  Loomis'  parish  that  he 
had  been  named  in  a  superior  court  complaint.  You  were  provided  with  a  copy  of  this 
report  on  February  9. 

.  redacted    interview  ^REDACTED       in  which REDACTED  states  that 
Monsignor  Loomis  fondled  his  genitals  on  three  or  four  occasions  when  he  went 

f*  -i  r\*n  a  REDACTED 

swimming  at  Monsignor  Loomis'  parents'  home  during  the  summer  of  1 974. 
REDACTED  was  ten  years  old  at  the  time.  You  were  provided  with  a  copy  of  this  report  on 
February  9. 

*  REDACTED     follow-up  interview  withREDACTED  ,  enclosed  herewith. 

The  CMOB  members  were  very  disappointed  and  saddened  to  learn  of  these  charges  involving  . 
Monsignor  Loomis.  I  and  several  of  the  members  of  the  Board  worked  with  him  while  he  served 
as  Vicar  for  Clergy  and  in  his  present  assignment.  We  all  expressed  our  concern  for  him 
personally  and  our  appreciation  for  the  good  work  he  has  done  for  the  Archdiocese  and  the 
Catholic  community  over  the  years. 

REDACTED 

The  case  was  discussed  at  some  length.  The  Board  found  that  the  statement  made  by 

.RFnarTFn    .  redacted 

redacted      ippears  to  be  credible  and  is  corroborated  by  the  statement  0rtUAU  tu  that 
REDACTED  was  ten  years  old  at  the  time,  that  the  actions  complained  of  are  clearly  child  sexual 
abuse,  and  that  the  zero  tolerance  policy  applies.  Monsignor  Loomis  has  not  been  confronted 
and  advised  of  the  charges  by  Monsignor  Cox  and  [REDACTED  ^  yet,  They  have  an  appointment 
to  meet  with  him  and  his  attorney,  REDACTED      tomorrow  afternoon  to  obtain  his  statement. 

Accordirigly^d  reluctantly,  unless  something  develops  from  tomorrow's  interview  with 
X  MorisignorLoomis  that,  in  mv  view,  warrants  further  consideration  by  the  Board,  it  is  the 

^  recommendation  of  the  Board  that  Monsignor  Loomis  be  immediately  placed  on  administrative 

^•^Teave  pending  farther  mvestigahon. 


cc:  REDACTED  &  Monsignor  Craig  A.  Cox  (w/  enclosure) 
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Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 


Office  of 

the  Archbishop 

(213)637-7288 


3424 

Wilshire 

Boulevard 


Los  Angeles 
California 
900 10-2202 


9  November  2004 

His  Eminence 

Joseph  Cardinal  Ratzinger,  Prefect 
Congregation  for  the  Doctrine  of  the  Faith 
Pza.DelS.Ufficio,  11 
00120  Vatican  City  State 
EUROPE 

Re:  Rev.  Msgr.  Richard  A.  Loomis 

Your  Eminence: 

I  am  writing  to  ask  for  your  advice  regarding  how  to  proceed  in  the  rather  unusual  case  that 
involves  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis,  for  many  years  a  high  official  in  the  cuna  of  this 
Archdiocese  andnow  pastor  of  one  of  our  most  prestigious  parishes. 

As  will  be  explained  in  greater  detail  below.-he  is  the  subject  of  several  allegations  of  sexual 
misconduct,  some  with  minors,  but  none  of  which  constitute  an  actionable  debet.  Even  so  if  the 
allegations  can  be  proved  to  be  true,  it  would  be  wholly  unseemly  to  allow  Msgr..  Loomis  to 
return  to  priestly  ministry. 

In  short  in  light  of  these  special  circumstances  I  am  proposing  to  initiate  an  ecclesiastical  trial  to 
determine  the  truth  of  the  allegations  and,  depending  on  the  outcome,  to  exercise  my  executive 
power  of  governance  to  restrict  or  even  to  remove  Monsignor  Loomis  from  ministry,  unless 
another  course  of  action  is  made  available  in  view  of  the  exceptional  nature  of  the  case. 

Pendin*  the  resolution  of  the  matter,  Msgr.  Loomis  has  been  placed  on  an  administrative  leave. 
He  has  enlisted  the  services  of  a  canonical  advisor  who  has  actively  assisted  hrm. 

There  are  five  allegations,  three  of  which  involve  minors  and  all  of  which  involve  one  or  more 
external  violations  of  the  sixth  commandment: 

(l)-The  incident  alleged b3REDACTED  tookplace  under  the  1917  Code  wrnle  Sichaid 
Loomis,  known  then  as  Brother  Becket,  was  a  lay  member  of  the  Brothers  of  St  Pateick. 
Had  the  incident  been  reported  and  determined  to  be  true,  under  CIC17  canons  2j57,  §1 ; 
2294  §1  •  and  984  5°,  he  would  have  automatically  incurred  infamy  and  become  irregular 
'  for  orders  and  incapable  of  obtaining  any  ecclesiastical  office  validly  without  pnor  ^ 
dispensation  from  the  Apostolic  See.  The  denunciation  was  not  made  then,  and  the  19oo 
Code  has  eliminated  these  provisions  of  the  old  Code.  The  complainant  has  filed  a 
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lawsuit  and  has  given  a  statement  (although  not  a  formal  deposition  under  oath)  to  one  of 
our  lay  auditors  in  the  presence  of  his  civil  attorney  . 

(2)  The  incidents  alleged  ^REDACTED        3Ccurred  subsequent  to  Msgr.  Loomis' 
departure  from  the  Brothers  of  St.  Patrick  and  while  he  was  a  seminarian  for  the 
Archdiocese,  but  before  his  diaconal  ordination.  The  legal  time  frame  of  the  acts,  then,  is 
the  same  as  the  first  allegation,  and  with  the  same  consequences.  REDACTED  {s  not 
seeking  reparation  for  damages.-  He  has  cooperated  with  the  preliminary  investigation 
and  given  a  formal  deposition  under  oath. 
REDACTED 


(4)  The  allegations  made ^REDACTED  and  three  elementary  school  friends  do  not 

involve  delicts  but  are  s'erious  violations  of  the  supervisory  and  pastoral  responsibility 
expected  of  a  priest,  which  Msgr.  Loomis  was  at  this  point.  The  movie  mentioned  in  the 
allegation  was  (and  is)  not  regarded  as  pornographic  but  was  still  highly  inappropriate  for 
a  minor  to  view.  If  the  allegations  are  true,  they  would  argue  for  a  pattern  of  disregard  of 
appropriate  boundaries  that  is  common  to  the  other  allegations.  One  of  the  four  accusers, 
REDACTED  has  been  formally  deposed  under  oath  in  the  preliminary  investigation. 

REDACTED 


Monsignor  Loomis  has  denied  all  the  allegations  of  misconduct,  even  going  so  far  as  to  volunteer 
to  swear  under  oath  that  he  did  not  moles*  ED  ACTED  or  REDACTED  Nevertheless,  it  is 
very  troubling  that  so  many  allegations  have  come  forward  from  people  who,  for  the  most  part, 
do  not  know  one  another  and  which  are  of  a  similar  nature.  There  are  enough  inconsistencies  m 
all  the  statements  that  only  a  full  judicial  procedure  would  have  any  likelihood  of  establishing 
the  truth. 

It  is  for  this  reason  that  I  propose  that  a  fact-finding  trial  be  held.  I  understand  that,  unless  an 
exception  is  granted  by  higher  authority,  a  court  that  would  reach  a  guilty  verdict  would  not  be 
able  to  impose  any  penalty.  Since  I,  too,  would  be  precluded  from  imposing  a  penalty,  I  could 
only  act  on  the  basis  of  canon  223,  §2  and  impose  appropriate  restrictions  on  Msgr.  Looms' 
exercise  of  his  rights.  However,  if  the  allegations  should  be  determined  to  have  merit;  the  people 
of  this  Archdiocese,  both  Catholics  and  non-Catholics  alike,  would  never  understand  his  being 
allowed  to  return  to  ministry.  This  is  particularly  the  case  in  view  of  the  leadership  offices  he 
has  exercised. 
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If  it  is  your  Congregation's  judgment  that  some  other  course  of  action  is  more  appropriate,  I  will 
see  to  its  execution.  In  any  event  I  await  your  determination  or  instructions  on  this  matter. 

Fraternally  in  Christ, 


His  Eminence 
Cardinal  Roger  M.  Mahony 
Archbishop  of  Los  Angeles 


DIOCESE 

t      Anorl^  in  California. 

NAME  OF  ORDINARY 

Cardinal  Roger  M.  Mahony 

CDF  PROT.  N.  (if  available) 

NAME  OF  CLERIC 



Rev.  Msgr.  Richard  A. 
Loomis 

PERSONAL 
DETAILS  OF  THE 
CLERIC 


Date  of  Birth 


Ordination 


2  Aug  1946 


10  May  1975  deacon; 
29  May  1976  priest 


Age 


Years  of  ministry 


ORIGINAL  DIOCESE  OF  TNCARDINATION 


MINISTRY  IN/TRANSFER  TO  OTHER  DIOCESE 


CONTACT  ADDRESS  OF  THE  CLERIC 


PROCURATOR  (include  original  signed  mandate) 


Los  Angeles  in  California 


N/A 


SS.  Felicitas  and  Perpetua  Church 

1190PalomarRd. 

San  Marino,  CA  91108-2283 

REDACTED 


-REDACTED 


CONTACT  ADDRESS  OF  THE  PROCURATOR 


58 


27 


ASSIGNMENTS 

Year 

Parish 

Location 

Appointment 

1976 

Holy  Family  ■ 

Glendale,  CA 

Parochial  Vicar 

1979 

Bishop  Montgomery  High  Sch 

Torrance,  CA 

Faculty 

1979 

St.  JohnFisner 

Rancho  Palos  Verdes,  CA 

Resident 

1980 

Mary  Star  of  the  Sea  High  Sch 

San  Pedro,  CA 

Faculty 

1980 

Mary  Star  of  the  Sea 

San  Pedro,  CA 

Resident 

1984 

Daniel  Murphy  High  School 

Los  Angeles,  CA 

Principal 

1984 

St  Brendan 

Los  Angeles,  CA 

Resident 

1988 

St  Genevieve 

Panorama  City,  CA 

Parochial  Vicar 

1990 

St.  Anthony 

Oxnard,  CA 

Pastor 

1995 

Prelate  of  His  Holiness 

1995 

Archdiocesan  Offices 

Los  Angeles,  CA 

In  training,  Vicar  for  Clergy 

1995 

St.  Charles  Borromeo 

North  HoEywood,  CA 

Resident 

1996 

Archdiocesan  Offices 

Los  Angeles,  CA 

Vicar  for  Clergy 

1997 

Archdiocesan  Offices 

Los  Angeles,  CA 

Secretariat  Director 

2001 

On  sabbatical 

2001 

AJCHCUOCcSall  \JiLv*Ca 

Los  Angeles.  CA 

Secretariat  Director 

2003 

St.  Jerome 

Los  Angeles,  CA 

Administrator  Pro  Tern 

2003 

SS.  Felicitas  and  Perpetua 

San  Marino,  CA 

Pastor 

ACCUSATIONS  AGAINST  THE  CLERIC 


Year 


Victim 


1970  REDACTED 

-72 


1974 


Age 


13- 

15 


Imputable  Acts 


 :  -  -REDACTED-T  j  

Loorms  placed  s  nana  on 

Loomis'  erect  penis  over  his  clothing, 
told  him  he  loved  him  and  kissed  him 


Fondling  of  genitals  (2  to.  4  instances) 


1974 


REDACTED 


1976 
-79 


1976 
-79 


Corrupting  morals  of  minors  (providing 
alcohol,  vie-wing  sexually  explicit  film, 
sexual  innuendos)  (multiple  instances) 
REDACTED 


13- 
15 


Denunciation 


12/2003 


2/2004 


2/2004 


7/2004 


9/2004 


I    mi  HlllfflTT 


ism 


CIVIL  PROCEEDINGS  AGAINST  THE  CLERIC 


Year 


■N/A 


Type/Case 


Conviction 


Sentence  (include  copies  of  civil  documents) 


MEASURES  ADOPTED  BY  THE  DIOCESE 


Year 


2004 


Preliminary  investigation  initiated  and  closed;  precautionary  measures  of  canon  1722  applied  from 


the  start 


...jjSIIPTOF 


 , 


PlIfllllilptl'IIWIilliliilMllii 


SUSTENANCE  PROVIDED  BY  THE  DIOCESE  TO  THE  CLERIC 


Salary,  transportation  (automobile  and  insurance),  medical  benefits,  additional  living  allowance,  payment 
jf  legal  fees  and  payment  of  fees  for  his  canonical  advisor. 


RESPONSE/RECOURSE  MADE  BY  THE  CLERIC 

Year 

2004 

Denies  all  allegations;  has  retained  civil  lawyer  and  canonical  advisor  . 

.  - 

   ■  

BISHOP'S  VOTUM 

Propose  trial  to  determine  the  juridical  facts.  If  guilt  is  established,  restrict  or  depnVe  from  ministry  for  the 
good  of  the  Church  per  canon  223,  §2.  — ,  
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"RIM  A 


EO 


Wf35  C/'r.'i  'Ms  Va:ktt;-x 
iVtasaw  c*i  i  t'fek- 


21  March  2005 


Var.  v  868/2004  -20824 

CONFIDENTIAL 


Your  Eminence.  '■; 

The  Congregation  for  the  Doctrine  of  the  Faith  received  your  correspondence 
regarding  the  case  of  the  Rev.  Msgr.  Richa?d  A.  LOOMIS,  a  priest  incardinated  in  the 
Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles,  who  has  been  accused  of  the  sexual  abuse  of  a  minor. 

After  having  carefully  examined  the.  Acta,  and  in  light  of  Your  Eminence's 
comments,  this  Congregation  grants  a  derogation  from  prescription  for  action  concerning 
the  delict  of  sexual  abuse  of  a  minor.  The  derogation  from  prescription  is-  given  solely  for 
the  allegations  brought  forth  by*™0™  et  alii.  The  other  allegations  should 

be  treated  only  as  adminicula  insofar,  as  They  do  not  constitute  delicts.  You  are  thus 
authorized  to  initiate  a  penal  process  as  soon  ay  possible. 

Your  Eminence  is-  kindly  requested  to  nominate  a  Promoter  of  Justice  to  fulfill  the 
requirements  of  can.  17.21.  During  the  penal  trial  at  First  Instance  care  should  be  taken 
that  the  accused:  is,  fully  aware  of  the  allegations  and  proofs,  and  that  he  enjoy  the 
opportunity,  via  his  canonical  advocate,  of  a  proper  defense  in  accordance  with  can.  1723. 
On  completion  of  the  above-mentioned  process,  the  Tribunal  is  asked  to  forward  the  Acta 
to  the  Congregation. 

With  fraternal  regards  and  prayerful  besA  wishes,  I  remain  . 


Yours  fraternally  in  the  Lord. 


His  Eminence 

Roger  Cardinal  Mahony 

Archbishop  of  Los  Angeles  . 
3424  Wilshire  Blvd 
Los  Angeles,  C A  900 10-2202 
UNITED  STATES  OF  AMERICA 
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Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loornis 
REDACTED 


MANDATE 


Pursuant  to  Canons  1481  and  1 7?i  nf  the*  flnde.  of  r.annn  Taw  T.  MONSIGNOR 


canonical  advisor,  ADVOCATE  and  PROCURATOR  in  all  matters  pertaining  to  my 
current  clerical  position  in  the  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles  and  to  any  investigation, 
process  or  other  action  of  any  kind  involving  the  allegations  of  sexual  abuse  brought 
against  me. 

Date:  June  10.2004 


Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loornis. 


I  hereby  accept  the  appointment  as  advisor,  ADVOCATE  and  PROCURATOR  for 
Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loornis  as  set  forth  in  this  MANDATE. 

Date:  June  12. 2004 
REDACTED 


RICHARD  A  LOOMS  hereby  appoint 


REDACTED 


to  act  as  my 


PERSONAL  &  CONFIDENTIAL 


REDACTED  EDACTED 


'      T1   .      'REDACTED  REDACTED      Holy  Family  Catholic 

On  July  6, 2005  x>  - —  ;  \  y  redacted 

Community,  209  E.  Lomita  Ave.  Glendale,  CA  9130546^-^W  ^ei 
REDACTED  furnished  the  following  information  tc  who  identified 

himself  as  a^unCTED       retained  by  the  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board  of 
the  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles  to  conduct  an  investigation  into  an  allegation -by  Gary  • 
Vasquez  that  Monsignor  Richard  Loomis  sexually  molested  him  while  he  was  a  student 
at  Pater  Noster  High  School  in  1971-72: 

REDACTED       prefaced  his -remarks  by  stating  he  had  "no  ax  to  grind"  with  Monsignor 
Loomis  personally,  but  after  considerable  thought  and  prayer  he  felt  duty  bound  to  report 
his  observations  of  what  in  retrospect  was  clearly  inappropriate  conduct  of  a  sexually 
suggestive  nature  on  the  part  of  Monsignor  (then  Father)  Richard  Loomis  yMi  young 
boys  like  himself  when  Father  Loomis  was  the  associate  pastor  at  Holy  Family  Catholic 
Community. 

He  grew  up  in  Glendale  in  a  Catholic  family  of  ~°  bo?s  m^  ^  f  °f 
attended  Holy  Family  Elementary  School.  His      older  brothers  attended  riearby  Pater 

Noster  High  School. 

He  would  have  been  in  the  eighth  grade  at  Holy  Family  Elementary  School  ^  ^ 
Richard  Loomis  was  assigned  there  as  the  associate  pastor  from  June  1976  to  July  1979. 
He  graduated  eighth  grade  in  1 977. 

tt-  redacted  brother  RE D ACTED     was  a  year  behind  him  at  Holy  Family  Elementary 
School.  The  two  of 'them  and  several'of  their  friends  were  altar  boys  and  got  to  know 
Father  Loomis  in  that  capacity. 

He  sensed  there  was  something  peculiar  about  Father  Loomis'  inordinate >  interest  in  the 
^^^rticalar  as  he  always  surrounded  himself  with  boys  and  oftentimes  invited 
StoaXto  altar  boys  to  join  him  in  the  upstairs  private  community  room,  m  the  rectory 
Xr^OOpan.  mass  so  they  Could  'talk."  That  sort  of  thing  would  be ^appropriate  and 
strictly  prohibited  by  today's  standards  of  conduct  for  priests,  but  at  the  time  it  was 
justified  as  a  means  of  "promoting  vocation"  among  boys  that  may  have  expressed  an 
Merest  in  the  priesthood"  In  retrospect  at  age  41,  much  of  what  Father  Loomis  said  and 
did  with  boys  around  his  age  during  that  time  was  .highly  inappropriate  under  any 
circumstances. 

It  was  well-known  to  Father  Loomis  and  others  that  he  had  been  considering  a  vocation 
Ll  vZsX  since  he  was  in  the  second  grade.  It  was  thus  natural  for  Father  Loomis  to  _ 
Sm  to  the  community  room  in  the  rectory  to  discuss  and  encourage  his  mterest  in 
Sl  miSood.  Father  Loomis  invited  him  alone  to  the  community  room  and  bar  at  least 
"Xes  and  on  each  such  occasion  offered  him  a  beer.  He  declined  the  beer 
a^d  took  a  soda  instead.  On  one  such  occasion,  however,  he  took  a  sip  of  bee :  that  Fattier 
LTomis  gave  him,  but  put  the  bottle  down  after  that  because  the  beer  tasted  bitter  and  he 
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did  not  feel  right  about  drinking  alcohol  at  that  age.  Father  Loomis  never  tried  to  force 
alcohol  on  him,  but  let  him  and  his  friends  know  they  were  free  to  drink  the  communion  ^ 
wine  at  the  church  or  beer  at  the  rectory  bar  area  if  they  were  so  inclined.  Father  Loomis' 
permissive  attitude  with  regard  to  underage  boys  being  offered  alcoholic  beverages  by 
their  parish  priest  struck  him  and  his  friends  as  "very  strange."  Alcohol,  sexual 
innuendoes  and  the  presence  of  boys  always  seemed  to  go  together  with  Father  Loomis. 

Father  Loomis  once  commented  to  him  and  some  friends  he  had  invited  to  the 
community  room  bar  that,  "You  guys  can  have  all  you  want  to  drink,  but  you  have  to  stay 
here  tonight  if  you  do." 

Father  Loomis'  comments  and  innuendoes  were  always  sexual  in  nature  in  such  settings. 
Father  Loomis  asked  his  friend  REDACTED    a  seventh  grader  at  the  time,  "What  do 
you  do  when  you  get  horny?"  WhenREDACTEDdid  not  respond,  Father  Loomis  said,  "I  just 
have  a  good  beat-off." 

He  had  never  experienced  behavior  and  comments  of  that  nature  from  any  other  priest, 
and  to  the  contrary,  the  priests  he  knew  prior  to  Father  Loomis  were  role  models  of  the 
highest  morals  and  character.  He  and  his  friends  were  old  enough  and  wise  enough  to 
sense  that  Father  Loomis  was  different  and  someone  they  should  not  get-too  close  to. 

Father  Loomis  never  physically  touched  him  inappropriately  or  specifically  solicited  him 
in  a  sexual  manner,  but  hewas  oftentimes  uncomfortable  around  him  because  of  his 
penchant  for  alcohol  and  sexual  innuendoes.  He  suspected  that  Father  Loomis'  sexual 
proclivities  may  have  been  brought  on  by  a  problem  with  alcohol,  but  he  never  observed 
him  under  the  obvious  influence  of  alcohol.  He  also  thought  it  was  unusual  that  Father 
Loomis  spent  so  much  of  his  personal  time  in  the  company  of  boys. 

REDACTED  -  .   ,  , 

Father  Loomis  took  his  brothei       and  a  couple  of  other  boys  to  a  park  near  his  parents 
home  in  Pacific  Palisades  and  got  them  drunk  on  Mickey  Big  Mouth  malt  liquor. 
Afterwards,  he  took  the  boys  to  his  parents'  home.  HeREDACTED  _   .  and  two  of  his  altar 
boy  friends  got  drunk  on  communion  wine  on  another  occasion.  Father  Loomis. always 
told  them  to  "drink  what  you  want"  of  the  communion  wine. 

Father  Loomis  seemed  to  "telegraph"  his  sexual  proclivities  through  sexual  innuendoes . 
he  made  in  the  presence  of  boys.  It  was  as  though  "he  would  take  it  to  the  edge,  but 
never  complete  it"  with  a  sexual  solicitation.  There  were  "a  lot  of  boundary  issues"  with 
Father  Loomis. 

Father  Loomis  invited  him  out  to  dinner  with  him  one  night  when  he  was  still  in  the 
eighth  grade,  which  turned  out  to  be  a  "strange  experience"  in  that  it  "seemed  hke  a  date 
between  the  two  of  them  as  the  evening  wore  on.  Father  Loomis  wore  a  golf  shirt  that 
evening  and  took  him  to  a  nice  restaurant  for  dinner.  Afterwards,  Father  Loomis 
suagested  they  see  the  newly  released  movie,  "The  Exorcist,"  which  was  showing  at  the 
Glendale  Theater,  but  the  subject  matter  of  the  movie  was  not  something  he  thought  he 
could  handle  at  that  time.  Instead,  they  went  to  see  another  of  Father  Loomis'  movie 
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suggestions,  "The  Man  Who  Fell  to  Earth,"  staring  rock  star  David  Bowie.  It  turned  out 
'to  be  an  "R"  rated  movie  about  homosexuality  and  uninhibited  sexual  boundaries 
between  men  and  women,  and  something  he  as  a  priest  would  never  want  to  see  on  his 
own  or  least  of  all  take  a  teenage  boy  to  see. 

He  felt  very  uncomfortable  riding  home  that  night  in  Father  Loomis'  car.  He  sensed  that 
Father  Loomis  was  going  to  touch  him  in  some  inappropriate  manner,  but  he  never  did 
so.  He  was  big  for  his  age  at  the  time  and  that  may  have  had  something  to  do  with  Father 
Loomis' decision  in  that  regard. 

His  six  older  brothers  attended  nearby  Pater  Noster  High  School  where  Father  Loomis, 
who  was  then  known  as  Brother  Becket,  taught  with  the  Brothers  of  Saint  Patrick  Order. 

Three  of  his  older  brothers  knew  of  Brother  Becket' s  abnormal  interest  in  boys  and 
unbeknownst  to  him  at  the  time  warned  their  father  to  keep  him  and  his  younger  brother 
REDACTEDaway  from  Father  Loomis  (the  former  Brother  Becket)  when  they  learned  he  had 
beemg«i.gned  as  associate  pastor  at  Holy  Family.  His  older  brothers  were  afraid  for  him 
redacted  becauge  ^  ^  Qther  boys  at  pater  Noster  thought  Brother  Becket  was 

homosexual  based  on  their  observations  of  his  behavior  around  them. 

REDACTED  ^ 

He  has  spoken  with  his  brothei        and  some  of  his  friends  from.  Holy  Family  that  had 
similar  experiences  with  Father  Lnnmis  and  all  of  them  expressed  their  willingness  to 
discuss  this  matter  with  REDACTED 

,  „  ,  REDACTED 

His  brotherREDACTED     ,  can  be  reached  on  his  cell  phone, 

redacted     can  be  contacted  atREDACTED     He  is  in  the  process  of  applying  for 
admission  to  the  seminary  to  become  a  priest. 

REDACTED     can  be  contacted  atREDA(^TED   .  Andy  had  mentioned  something  to 
him  previously  about  coming  forward  after  Father  Loomis  was  named  in  the  media  as 
being  on  the  list  of  priests  accused  of  sexually  abusing  minors,  but  had  not  yet  done  so 
when  he  contacted  him  about  speaking  withREDACTED 

redacted         in  Kansas,cityj  but  fa  does  not  have  a  phone  number  or  address  for  him. 

REDACTED  would  know  about  Father  Loomis'  from  his  days  as  an  altar  boy  at  Holy 
Family,  but  he  does  not  know  his  whereabouts. 

REDACTED       ^  ^  ^  ^  namg  REDACTED attended  pater  Nostsr  md 

apparently  had  an  issue  with  Father  Loomis'  (Bro&erJ3ecket'R^  Jehavjpr  there.  _ 
He  does  not  have  an  address  or  phone  number  foi  bu1  saw  him  at  a 

Hollywood  nightclub  some  time  ago.  Tim  told  him  Walter's  face  turned  ashen  and  his 
jaw  dropped  when  he  jokingly  commented  to  him  that  "Brother  Becket  is  looking  for 
you."REDACTED  regained  his  composure  and  commented  to       in  all  seriousness,  "I've  got 
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a  story  to  tell  you  about  Brother  Becket,"  before""""  drove  away  without  listening  to 

REDACTED  story> 
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MEMORANDUM 
September  8, 2004 


REDACTED 

FROM: 
TO: 

RE:  Interview  with  REDACTED  concerning  his  relationship 

with  Richard  Loomis. 


Present: 

REDAcRFnACTFD  .        .  ,  • 

r,  Auditor,  Canonical  Investigator  into  allegations  made  against  Msgr. 

Richard  Loomis 
REDACTED 

REDACTED  Witness 

REDACTED 

REDACTED  js  known  to  us  from  the  Archdiocesan  files.  (2004  Directory  p.  65.  birthdate: 

REDACTED 

I  ask.you  Father  to  put  your  hand  on  the  Bible  and  swear  that  the  testimony  you  are 
about  to  give  is  the  truth,  the  whole  truth  and  nothing  but  the  truth? 

REDACTED 

I  do.  • 

REDACTED 

Do  we  have  your  permission  to  he  recording  this  session? 

REDACTED 
Sure. 

REDACTED 

I  am  passing  to  you  a  little  more  than  three  typewritten  pages  of  a  report  made  out  by 
REDACTED    who  talked  to  you  in  the  early  part  of  July.  Please  review  the  report  and  make 
any  corrections  necessary. 


Tape  off 
Tape  on 
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REDACTED 

There  are  some  corrections.  On  page  one,  §6,  "often  times"  is  not  a  good 
characterization.  It  wasn't  every  time  we  saw  him  that  this  happened.  There  were  many 
occasions  that  he  would' invite  us  up  (to  the  common  room  of  the  rectory)  over  the  period 
of  a  year  that  he  was  there  at  the  same  time  I  was. 

Second  paragraph  on  page  two:  his  actual  words  were:  "You  can  have  all  you  want  to 
drink  but  you  have  to  stay  overnight  here  if  you  drink."  Meaning,  spend  the  night  with 
him.. 

In  the  next  paragraph,  it  states  that  Fr.  Loomis  comments  were  "always"  sexual  in  nature. 
I  would  rather  put  it  that  they  often  were,  but  not  always.  . 

In  the  sixth  paragraph  down,  the  first  two  sentences  are  absolutely  true  about  him  getting 
the  boys  drunk  on  Mickey  Big  Mouth  malt  liquor.  But  the  next  sentence  states  that 
"afterwards  he  took  the  boys  to  his  parents'  home".  That  is  not  true.  I  don't  know  if  I 
said  that  or  not.  But  that  is  not  true. 

REDACTED 

Would  it  be  possible  that  we' are  talking  about  their  home? 

REDACTED 

I  may  have  said  that:  "he  took  them  home"  And  maybe  he  meant. .  .this  implies  that,  does 
it  not,  he  took  them  to  his  parents'  home  in  Pacific  Palisades?  See  what  I'm  saying.  And 
I  may  have  said  that  he  took  them  back  to  my  home.  But  I  don't  want  "them"  to 
misunderstand.  As  far  as  I  know,. and  my  brother  would  be  able  to  confirm  this,  he  did 
not  take  them  to  his  [Loomis']  parents'  home  in  Pacific  Palisades. 

The  same  paragraph  states  that:REDACTED_  l  and  two  of  his  altar  boy  friends  got  drunk 
on  communion  wine  on  another  occasion."  Actually  that  was  not  me,  although  he 
encouraged  us  to  drink  the  wine  in  the  sacristv  and  if  we  ever  did,  he  had  no  real  problem 
with  it,  it  was  no  big  deal.  ButREDACTED  were  the  ones  who  actually, 

got  drunk  in  front  of  him  in  the  sacristy.  They  were  drunk  and  he  knew  it.  And  then  they 
ended  up  walking  home  after  that.  I  was  not  present  at  that  time. 

REDACTED  .       .        •  . 

So  how  did  you  come  to  know  about  it? 

REDACTED 

REDACTED  to^  me  about  it.  We  all  talked  about  this.  We  all  thought  that  it  was  really 
weird.  I  asked  him  ifREDACTED    didn't  know.  And  he  said  'I  think  she  must  have, 
because  we  were  really  drunk  and  stumbling  around. .  .we  were  eighth  grade  and  it  was 
very  bizarre. 
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In  the  same  paragraph  it  states  that  Fr.  Loomis  always  told  them  to  drink  what  you  want. 
I  think  the  word  'always'  is  too  strong.  He  encouraged. .  .'if  you  guys  want  some,  go 
ahead  and  have  it'.  He  kind  of  encouraged  it,  but  it  wasn't  every  time  we  served  that  he 
said  'drink  altar  wine'.  I  think  'always'  is  too  strong  a  word. 

Next  paragraph,  what  I  said  is  that  he  [Fr.  Loomis]  would  take  it  to  the  edge  but  he  never 
seemed  to  go  over  it.  He'd  take  the  boundary  issue  right  to  the  very  edge  with  us,  at  least 
with  me,  I  don't  know  about  the  others,  but  with  me  never  seemed  to  jump  over  the  edge. 
That's  what  I'm  trying  to  convey  in  that  comment.  And  there  were  certainly  boundary 
issues,  yes. 
REDACTED 


REDACTED  -  . 

On  page  one,  paragraph  six,  states:  "he  always  surrounded  himself  with  boys. .  .and 
'several'  times  invited  altar  boys  to  join  him  in  the  upstairs  private  community  roomin 
the  rectory".  Was  it  always  a  group  that  he  extended  this  invitation  to,  or  was  it 
sometimes  just  to  an  individual? 

REDACTED  "  • 

No.  It  was  both.  Sometimes,  if  there  was  a  group  of  us  we  would  go  up  together.  We 
had  done  that  several  times.  Like  one  time  he  said:  "You  know  you  guys  can  have  as 
much  to  drink. . ."  (there  was  three  or  four  of  us  there).  But  then  other  times  no.  In  fact  I 
went  up  there  at  least  two  that  I  recall,  probably  more  times,  to  go  up  there.  And  from 
hindsight  perspective  now,  knowing  what  we  know,  that  would  have  been  absolutely 
unacceptable.  We  would  have  thought  this  was  crazy.  But  in  those  days  it  might  have 
been  an  acceptable  practice  for  promoting  vocations.  He  knew  I  had  an  interest  in  the 
priesthood,  and  so ... .  Although  taking  me  up  into  the  private  community  room  alone 
was,  I  think,  unusual.  But  it  was  always  a  bit  uncomfortable.  I  always  felt,  maybe  it  was 
an  irrational  fear,  I  don't  know,  but  I  always  felt  uncomfortable  up  there  alone.  And  even 


in  a  group  we  felt  strange,  but  more  so  alone.  I  felt  uncomfortable,  and  that's  why  I 
never. .  .you  know  a  kid  in  eighth  grade,  when  you  have  a  beer  with  an  adult  or 
■  something,  I  just  felt'  this  was  not  a  good  thing.  Especially  for  a  priest.  . 

REDACTED 

And  you  say  that  this  would  be  after  the  5  PM  Mass. 

REDACTED 

Actually  that  would  be  after  the  5:30  PM  Mass.  Those  were  the  two  times  that  1  recall 
most  clearly. 

REDACTED 

Didn't  you  and  the  other  boys  have  to  go  home  for  dinner? 

REDACTED 

Exactly.  Again  I  guess  it  goes  back  to  the  cultural  milieu.  I'm  from  a  big  Irish  Catholic 
family.  And  if  I  were  late,  I  usually  rode  my  bike  so  no  one  was  picking  me  up,  and  I  told 
them  I  was  with  Fr.  Loomis  or  I  was  with  REDACTED      or  there  was  something  at  the 
church  they  needed  me  to  do,  it  was  no  problem.  It  was  accepted.  And  you  were 
excused. 

And  I  would  prefer  to  say  that  "it  may"  have  been  used  to  justify  promoting  vocations.  I 
don't  know  that  it  was  justified  to  take  people  up  to  the  inner  sanctum  of  the  priests 
quarters. 

REDACTED 

In  the  same  paragraph  you  state:  "hi  retrospect,  at  age  41,  speaking  for  yoixrself.  Much  of 
what  Fr.  Loomis  said  and  did  with  boys  around  his  age  during  that  time  was  highly 
inappropriate' under  any  circumstances".  I  would  be  inclined  to  ask  you  to  elaborate  but 
I'm  presuming  that  you  mean  a  lot  of  these  things  that  you  now  recount. 

REDACTED    •  '  " 

Yes.  You  are  older  and  you  look  back  and  you  think. .  .the  behavioral  pattern  there 
was. .  it  seemed  to  me  that. . .  I  would  not  go  spend  my  day  off  or  spend  my  free  time  with 
8th  grade  boys.  I  wouldn't  take  an  8th  grade  boy  out  to  dinner  and  a  movie  in, ..  .almost 
like°a  romantic  setting.  Just  the  two  of  us,  in  casual  clothing,  picks  me  up  and  drops  me 
off  at  my  house. .  .to  me. .  .1  don't  know. .  .1  just  don't. . . 

REDACTED 

Do  you  know  if  he  did  that  with  others? 

REDACTED  f\  REDACTED  '  . 

.     *1  REDACTED 

>  You  know,  I  don't  know  that.)  My™  :  brother  and  his  frienc  he  took  down  for  the 
->    day  to  Pacific  Palisades  to  fee-heach.  And  they  sat  in  the  park  and  they  drank  several 

Mickey  Big  Mouth  Malt  Liquor  which  is  very  intense  alcohol.  And  they  were  in  seventh 
grade  at  the  time.  My  point  being,  when  I  say  these  things,  it  just  seems  odd  to  me 
looking  back  now  at  41,  why  would  a  late  20,  early  30  year  old  man  be  hanging  out  with 


eighth  graders  on  a  regular  basis.  And  this  was  a  common  practice,  common  among  at 
least  the  altar  boys.  I  just  find  that  strange.  All  of  these  things,  all  the  testimony  would 
certainly  fit  into  what,  looking  back,  is  odd  behavior  for  a  priest  at  that  time.  Or  any 
gentleman. 

REDACTED 

How  often  did  he  do  this  kind  of  thing? 

REDACTED 

Well. ..it's  funny  how  the  mind...  I  was  there  in  eighth  grade  for  just  one  year  and  then  I 
went  off  to  high  school  and  I  didn't  have  as  much  contact.  M3REDACTED     had  two 
more  years  there.  But  it  was  frequent  in  terms  of  his. .  .like  in  the  sacristy,  his  "Oh,  you 
guys  have  what  you  want  and  if  you  want  to  come  up  and  talk. . ."  Those  kind  of  things, 
it  was  pretty  frequent. 

REDACTED 

For  example  how  often  did  you  serve?  Once  a  week? 

REDACTED 

I  was  a  pretty  dedicated  server.  I  would  say  when  I  was  younger  it  was  probably  more 
often.  When  I  was  in  eighth  grade,  at  least  once  a  week.  Probably  two  or  three  times  a 
week.  I  would  say. 

REDACTED 

Out  of  that,  this  would  happen  once  a  week?  A  few  times  a  month?  Once  a  month? 

REDACTED 

I  better  be  conservative  because  it  is  hard  to  remember.  I  would  say  . .  .maybe  once  or 
twice  a  month,  you  know.  It  wasn't  every  single  time  we  got  together.  But  it  was 
clearly. .  .an  inordinate,  in  my  opinion,  attraction  or  affection  or  interest  in  our  group. 
And  we  were  all  very  good  friends,  all  very  close,  we  all  hung  around  together,  all  of  us 
altar  servers,  we  all  went  to  school  together. 

REDACTED 

Now  the  time  that  you  were  invited  alone  and  had  the  can  of  beer  in  the  rectory,  was  that 
again  after  the  Mass? 

REDACTED 

Yes.  But  before  their  dinner  time. 

REDACTED 

What  time  did  they  typically  have  dinner? 

REDACTED  •  ■  • 


I  would  say,  Mass  would  go  to  six,  so  they  would  have  dinner  about  6:30, 1  guess, 
because  they  would  have  this  community  time. 


REDACTED 


So  whenever  you  guys  were  up  there,  you  never  saw  any  of  the  other  priests? 

REDACTED 

REDACTED 

No.  Although,  one  time  three  or  four  of  us  were  up  there  and 

came  in  and  said  hello  and  that  was  it.  He  didn't  stay.  As  I  recall,  especially  when  he  and 
I  were  alone,  we  were  the  only  two  in  the  room.  I  felt  uncomfortable  with  that.  And  then 
the  other  times  I  don't  recall  any  other  priests. 

REDACTED 

It  was  REDACTED 

REDACTED 

Yes. 


REDACTED 

Were  there  other  associates? 

REDACTED 

There  certainly  must  have  been.  But  you  would  have  to  cheek  the  record  at  that  time.  It  is 
a  big  parish.  A  lot  of  priests  I  knew  went  through  there,  (names  a  number  of  them) 

REDACTED 

Tne  point  is  that  even  though  dinner  would  be  at  about  6:30  PM,  you  almost  never  saw 
anyone  else  in  the  rectory  when  you  were  upstairs  in  the  common  room. 

REDACTED 

There  was  no  one  in  the  rectory  upstairs  that  I  saw.  There  may  have  been  some 
downstairs,  I  don't  know. 

REDACTED 

Upstairs  is  where  the  priests  live? 

REDACTED 

Right.  It's  a  very  small  rectory.  I  live  there  now.  There  are  five  bedrooms,  and  the  hall  is 
in  a  "u"  shape  and  the  community  room  is  right  in  the  center.  I  can't  recall  if  he  closed 
the  doors  or  not.  I  don't  remember  that.  And  I  don't  want  to  say  he  did  something  I  don't 
remember. 

REDACTED 

On  page  two,  first  paragraph,  you  stated;  "(he)  let  him  and  his  friends  know  they  were 
free  to  drink  the  communion  wine  at  the  church  or  beer  at  the  rectory". . .  When  or  how 
did  he  let  you  know  it  was  OK  to  do  this?  . 


There  comes  an  age  as  an  altar  boy  that  you  want  to  try  the  altar  wine,  and  we  probably 
got  caught  somewhere  along  the  line  by  him.  And  rather  than  "hell  hath  no  fury5'  kind  of 
thing,  and  our  parents  are  gonna. ...  He  was  encouraging  us.  It  was  very  commonly 
known  among  the  altar  servers  that  when  Fr.  Loomis  is  there  it  is  no  problem.  You 
know.  Like  these  two  guysREDACTED  I  remember,  it  was  after  an 

evening  Mass  -  he  told  me  the  next  day  at  school  -  after  Mass  they  were  chugging  it  and 
he  caught  them  and  he  said:  "Go  ahead,  you  guys,  have  as  much  as  you  want."  And  he  sat 
there  with  them  while  they  drank  it  all.  They  got  'drunk! '  An  eighth  grade  drunk.  And 
then  walked  home.  He  was  kind  of  encouraging. .  .don't  worry  about  it,  that  kind  of  thing. 
Just  do  it.  By  American  standards  it  is  totally  inappropriate.  If  we  were  in  Spain  or  Italy 
it  may  not  have  been  such  a  big  deal.  Kids  drink  wine  all  the  time.  But  we  don't.  We 
didn't.  Looking  back  I  think  that's  crazy. 

REDACTED • 

Another  element  you  bring  out  are  the  sexual  innuendos.  Did  he  make  those  in  the 
sacristy  at  all?  Or  did  those  tend  only  to  be  upstairs. 

REDACTED  ■ 

I  remember  specifically  one  when  we  were  upstairs  and  we  were  alone.  He  had  offered 
me  a  beer,  and  he  was  talking  about. . .  again. .  .haziness. .  .1  don't  want  to  misquote  him  so 
I'll  just  paraphrase  it  as  best  as  I  can  remember.  He  was  talking  about  sexuality,  which 
seemed  to  be  a  big  topic.  In  the  eighth  grade  you're  interested  in.  that  kind  of  thing. 
You're  into  puberty.  And.he  was  saying  it  was  not  bad  if  we  have  a  penis,  and  its  not 
. .  .he  didn't  call  it  a  penis,  now  that  I  think  of  it,  that  would  have  been  more 
appropriate. .  .he  said  it  was  not  bad  that  we  have  a  thing  between  our  legs,  and  when  it 
gets  hard  that's  OK,  it's  a  good  thing,  and  you  don't  need  to  be  embarrassed  about  it."  It 
wasn't  educating  me  about  the  facts  of  life.  It  was  just  a  strange  kind  of  . . .  again  I  think 
kind  of  taking  it  to  the  edge,  seeing  how  I  would  respond  to,  see  how  I  would  react  to  that 
kind  of  discussion.  Like  I  made  the  comment  before  that  he  said,  the  kid  was  working 
the  phones  and  he  asked  what  do  you  do  when  you  get  homy  and  he  said:  "I  have  a  good 
beat  off."  Or  something.  You  just  sit  back  and  say  what  was  that  all  about?  When  he  was 
talking  about  this  stuff  with  me  alone  I  was  very  uncomfortable  because  it  wasn't  really 
solicited  and  I  wasn't  asking  about  that  stuff.  And  it  just  seemed  strange  to  me.  You 
know,  after  a  while  we  all  kind  of  started  to  say:  "you  know  we  all  ought  to  be  kind  of 
careful,  this  isn't. . ."  We" kind  of  sensed  that  something  wasn't  right. .  .as  opposed  to  the 
other  priests  that  we'd  had  such  good  experiences  with. 
Should  I  add  something  here  to  this,  if  you  wish? 

I  asked  my  dad  about. .  .my  father,  he  had  his  hand  on  things  when  we  were  younger,  and 
I  said:  "Is  there  anything  weird  about  Fr.  Loomis  that  you  ever  noticed  or  heard  through 
your  sons.  (I  told  you  already  how  my  older  brothers  had  said  to  him  'watch  out. .  .you 
know' . . . 

REDACTED 


When  did  you  learn  about  that? 


REDACTED 


I  learned  about  that  after  the  allegations  came  out  in  the  paper;  I  said  to  my  father,  in 
general,  "did  you  hear  about  Msgr.  Loomis?"  He  said  your  brothers  always  said  he  was 
gay,  PN  [Pater  Noster  High  School],  when  he  was  a  brother.  He  said  that  they  warned 
me  to  keep  him  away  from  you  guys,  you  younger  boys  when  you  were  servers.  Then 
the  other  night  I  was  talking  to  him  at  dinner  and,  I  must  have  mentioned  that  I  was 
coming  down  here  -I  don't  remember  the  context  -  but  I  said:  "I  have  to  go  down  and 
testify  to  the  truth  of  everything. . ."  And  he  said,  'you  know  your  brothers  always  used  to 
say  he  goes  around  pinching  everyone's  butt  at  the  high  school' .  I  said:  "Really?  They 
knew  that  at  that  time?  And  they  said  that  to  you  as  the  father?"  And  he  said:  'I 
remember  it  clearly  and  I  thought  that  was  so  strange,  you  know,  for  a  Brother  in  a 
religious  order  to  be  doing  that  kind  of  behavior.'  And  I  said:  "Did  you  say  anything?" 
And  he  said:  'No,  I  never  said  anything  at  the  time'.  So  I  just  throw  mat  out  as  well. 

REDACTED 

REDACTED 

The  story  you  tell,  you  just  referred  to,  was  l  about  having  "a  good  beat- 

off,  and  all  that.  Were  you  present  at  the  time  that  occurred? 

REDACTED 

REDACTED 

No.  This  I  think  I  heard,  it  must  have  been,  through  He  was  the  one  who 

probably  told  us  that.  He  was  very  close  witlREDACTED  Actually,  to  my  recollection,  that 
was  not  REDACTED   ,  that  WaSREDACTED   the  one  who  was  working  the  phones. 
REDACTED     was  the  kid  who  went  with  my  brother  to  the  park  and  got  drunk. 

REDACTED 

Forgive  me  for  the  question  but  we  have  to  ask  it:  the  comment  about  'having  a  good 
beat-off . .  .you  understood  what  that  meant? 

REDACTED 

Oh,  we  did!  Sure.  It  was,  again,  like  we  discussed  it  the  next  day  at  school,  or  maybe  a 
couple  of  days  later.  AncREDACTEDhad  said:  'you're  not  going  to  believe  what  Fr.  Loomis 
said! '  We  all  kind  of  said:  'Wow,  that's  weird' . 

REDACTED 

The  episode  about  going  to  see  "The  Exorcist"  (page  two,  last  paragraph)  and  then 
ending  up  going  to  see  "The  Man  Who  Fell  To  Earth",  did  you  have  any  idea  what  that 
movie  was  going  to  be  about? 

,  REDACTED 

"The  Man  Who  Fell  To  Earth"?  No.  I  remember,  I  was  in  eighth  grade,  I  was  nervous,  I 
was  forbidden  to  see  rated  "R"  movies  at  that  age  and  the  Exorcist  I  knew  for  sure  was  R. 
In  the  Tidings  it  was  rated  O  and  my  mother  said  never  to  go  to  the  "O",  they  were 
offensive.  I  think  "The  Exorcist"  was  considered  at  the  time  as  offensive,  I  just 
remember  thinking  that  if  my  mother  finds  out  I've  seen  "The  Exorcist"  I'm  in  deep 
trouble.  So  I  thought  I'd  better  steer  away  from  that.  So  then  I  said:  "Why  don't  you  pick 
something?"  We  were  driving  down  Brand  Boulevard  where  all  the  theatres  were  and  he 
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said:  "Well,  lets  go  see  "The  Man  Who  Fell  To  Earth."  I  said:  "Ok,  fine,  whatever."  I 
was  off  the  hook  with  "The  Exorcist"  and  I  didn't  care.  But  I  do  remember  seeing  the 
movie  and  I  could  clearly  make  out  what  was  going  on.  It  was  a  total  movie  about  bi- 
sexuality,  homosexuality,  and  androgyny.  This  guy  was  supposedly  from  space  and  was 
with  everybody.  It  was  bizarre.  I  would  have  walked  out  today.  And  I  think  the 
standards  are  a  lot  more  acceptable  than  in  those  days.  I  would  have  walked  out  as  an 
adult.  I  remember  sitting  there  going:  'this  is  really,  really  weird'.  I  was  very 
uncomfortable  with  that  movie. 

REDACTED 

Do  you  have  any  sense  that  Fr;  Loomis  knew  what  to  expect  in  that  movie? 

REDACTED 

I  couldn't  tell  you. 

REDACTED 

I  think  that's  it,  as  far  as  questions  that  I  have.  Can  you  think  of  anything  else  you  want  to 
add  or  any  questions  that  you  have? 

REDACTED 

I  don't  have  any  questions.  I  just  do  want  to  say  publicly  and  for  the  record,  as  I  said  in 
the  very  beginning,  I  don't  have  an  axe  to  grind  with  Fr.  Loomis.  I've  known  him  my 
whole  life,  my  family  hasknown  him  our  whole  lives.  ..  I  am  sorry  about  these  things  and 
I  came  forward  to  discuss  these  things  after  a  lot  of  prayer  and  reflection,  and  the 
encouragement  of  my  pastor  with  whom  I  shared  it.  I  said  to  him:  "What  do  you  think  of. 
all  this?"  AndREDACTED    said:  'You  need  to  shed  some  light  for  those  people  down 
there,  they  may  not  have  anybody  else  giving  any  indication,  so  that's  my  reason  for 
coming  forward.  To  help  people  and  perhaps,  please  God,  help  Fr.  Loomis  get  some  help, 
if  he  needs  it.  And  I  just  want  that  to  be  very  clear.  This  is  not  any  kind  of  a.  personal 
vendetta,  and  I  am  hoping  and  praying  for  his  well  being  

REDACTED 

Thank  you  very  much. 
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REDACTED 

On  Mv  6, 20o!REDACTED  Holy.  Fannly  C^D 

Community.  209  E.  Lomita  Ave.,  Glendale,  CA  91305-1689  telephone  numbe , 
REDACTED  furnished  the  following  information  to  REDACTED  who  identmed 

himself  as  redacted  retained  by  the  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  BoariLtf 

Archdiocese  of  Los  Anaeles  to  conduct  an  investigation  into  an  allegation  b)  _ 
redacted  ^  Monsignor  ^chard  Loomis  sexually  molested  Mm  while  he  was  a  student 
at  Pater  Noster  High  School  in  1 97 1  -72 : 

REDACTED         faced  ^  remarks  by  stating  he  had  "no  ax  to  grind"  with  Monsignor 
Loomis  personally,  but  after  considerable  thought  and  prayer  he  felt  duty  bound  to  report 
his  observations  of  what  in  retrospect  was  clearly  Inappropriate  conduct  oi  a  sexually 
sug'S  nature  on  the  part  of  Monsignor  (then  Father)  Richard  Loomis  wiln  young 
Syf  like  himself  when  Father  Loomis  was  the  associate  pastor  at  Holy  Family  Cadionc 
Community. 

He  orew  up  in  Glendale  in  a  Catholic  family  of  eight  boys  and  two  girls,  all  of  whom 
attended  Holy  Family  Elementary  School.  His  six  older  brothers  attendee  nearby  Pa.er 
Noster  High  School. 

He  would  have  been  in  the  eighth  grade  at  Holy  J^PT^^^^My^ 
Richard  Loomis  was  assigned  there  as  the  associate  pastor  trom  June  1976  u>  July  1979. 
He  graduated  eighth  grade  in  1977. 

»•   ™,„o-r  Mother  REDACTED     was  a  year  behind  him  at  Holy  Family  Elementary 
^R^^^^cS^m^  wer,  altar.boys  and  got  to  know 

Father  Loomis  in  that  capacity. 

He  sensed  there  was  something  peculiar  about  Father  Loomis'  ittordimte  interest  in  the 
S^bSSS  he  always  surrounded  himself  with  boys  and  oftentimes  mvrted 
SSStar  boys  to  join  hL 

aXr^OO  p  m.  mass  so  they  could  "talk."  That  sort  of  thing  would  be ^appropriate  and 
Sicty  prohiS  .  ■ 

SfedS  a  means  of  "Jomoting  vocation"  among  boys  that  may  have  expressed  an 

"iS^SSoi-  In  retrospect  at  age  41,  much  of  what  Father  Loomis  said  and 
ofd  Soys  Lund  his  age  during  that  time  was  highly  inapptopnate  under  any 
circumstances. 

It  was  well-known  to  Father  Loomis  and  others  that  he  had  been  considering  a  vocation 
as^st^Sce  he  was  in  the  second  grade.  It  was  thus  natural  for  Father  Loomis * 
Wv?«  hS  to  me  community  room  in  the  rectory  to  discuss  and  encourage  his  inter  t  m 
S^odF^Loo^is  invited  him  alone  to  the  community  room  and  bar  at  least 

SSmesa" 

'l!« 
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did  not  feel  right  about  drinking  alcohol  at  that  age.  Father  Loomis  never  tried  to  force 
alcohol  on  Mm.  but  let  him  and  Ms  friends  know  they  were  free  to  drink  the  communion 
wine  at  the  church  or  beer  at  the  rectory  bar  area  if  they  were  so  inclined.  Father  Loomis' 
permissive  attitude  with  regard  to  underage  boys  being  offered  alcoholic  beverages  by 
their  parish  priest  struck  Mm  and  his  friends  as  "very  strange."  Alcohol,  sexual 
innuendoes  and  the  presence  of  boys  always  seemed  to  go  together  with  Father  Loomis. 

Father  Loomis  once  commented  to  him  and  some  friends  he  had  invited  to  the 
community  room  bar  that,  "You  guys  can  have  all  you  want  to  drink,  but  you  have  to  stay 
here  tonight  if  you  do. " 

Father  Loomis1  comments  and  irmnsndoes  were  always  sexual  in  nature  in  such  settings. 
Father  Loomis  asked  his  friendREpACTED    ,  a  seventh  grader  at  the  time,  "What  do 
you  do  when  you  get  horny?"  When*™07'0  did  not  respond,  Father  Loomis  said,  "I  just 
have  a  good  beat-off." 

He  had  never  experienced  behavior  and  comments  of  that  nature  from  any  other  priest, 
and  to  the  contrary,  the  priests  he  knew  prior  to  Father  Loomis  were  role  models  of  the 
highest  morals  and  character.  He  and  his  friends  were  old  enough,  and  wise  enough  to 
sense  that  Father  Loomis  was  different  and  someone  they  should  not  get  too  close  to. 

Father  Loomis  never  physically  touched  Mm  inappropriately  or  specifically  solicited  him 
in  a  sexual  manner,  but.he  was"  oftentimes  uncomfortable  around  him  because  of  his 
penchant  for  alcohol  and  sexual.innuendoes.  He  suspected  that  Father  Loomis'  sexual 
proclivities  may  have  been  brought  on  by  a  problem  with  alcohol,  but  he  never  observed 
him  under  the  obvious  influence  of  alcohol.  He  also  thought  it  was  unusual  that  Father 
Loomis  spent  so  much  of  Ms  personal  time  in  the  company  of  boys. 

Father  Loomis  took  Ms  brother  Pauland  a  couple  of  other  boys  to  a  park  near  Ms  parents' 
home  in  Pacific  Palisades  and  got  them  drunk  on  Mickev  Bis  Mouth  malt  liquor  _ 
■  Afterwards,  he  took  the  boys  to  Ms  parents'  home.  HeREDA^  1  ED  and  two  of  nis  altar 
boy  friends  got  drunk  on  commumon  wine  on  another  occasion.  Father  Loomis  always 
told  them  to  "drink  what  you  want"  of  the  commumon  wine. 

Father  Loomis  seemed  to  'telegraph"  Ms  sexual  proclivities  through  sexual  mnuendoes 
he  made  in  the  presence  of  boys.  It  was  as  though  "he  would  take  it  to  trie  edge,  but 
never  complete  it"  with  a  sexual  solicitation.  There  were  "a  lot  of  boundary  issues"  wiih 
Father  Loomis. 

Father  Loomis  invited  him  out  to  dinner  with  him  one  mght  when  he  was  still  in  the  ^ 
eighth  °rade,  which  turned  out  to  be  a  "strange  experience"  in  that  it  "seemea.lKe  a  date 
betwe-n  the  two  of  them  as  the  evemng  wore  on.  Father  Loomis  wore  a  golf  shirt  that 
-venire  and  took  Mm  to  a  nice  restaurant  for  dinner.  Afterwards,  Father  Loomis  . 
suggested  they  see  the  newly  released  movie,  "The  Exorcist,"  wMch  was  showing  at  tne 
'  Glendale  Theater,  but  the  subject  matter  of  the  movie  was  not  something  he  thought  he 
could  handle  at  that  time.  Instead,  they  went  to  see  another  of.Fafher  Loomis'  movie 


RCALA006319 


PERSONAL  £  CONFIDENTIAL 

suggestions,  "The  Man  Who  Fell  to  Earth,"  staring  rock  star  David  Bowie.  It  tamed  out 
to  be  an  "R"  rated  movie  about  homosexuality  and  uninhibited  sexual  boundaries 
between  men  and  women,  and  something  he  as  a  priest  would  never  want  to  see  on  his 
own  or  least  of  all  take  a  teenage  boy  to  see, 

He  felt  very  uncomfortable  riding  home  that  night  in  Father  Loomis'  car.  He.  sensed  that 
Father  Loomis  was  going  to  touch  him  in  some  inappropriate  manner,  but  he  never  did 
so.  He  was  big  for  his  age  at  the  time' and  that  may  have  had  something  to  do  with.  Father 
Loomis'  decision  in  that  regard. 

^redacted  b^ers  attended  nearby  Pater  Noster  High  School  where  Father  Loomis, 
who  was  then  known  as  Brother  Becket,  taught  with  the  Brothers  of  Saint  Patrick  Order. 

REDACTED      ■  brothers  knew  of  Brother  Becker's  abnormal  interest  in  boys  and 
unbeknownst  to  him  at  the  time  warned  their  father  to  keep  him  and  Ms  younger  brother 

redacted  away  from  Father  Loomis  (the  former  Brother  Becket)  when  they  learned  he  had 
been  assigned  as  associate  pastor  at  Holy  Family.  His  older  brothers  were  afraid  for  him 
^ed-acted  becau3e  ^ey  and  other  boys  at  Pater  Noster  thought  Brother  Becket  was 
homosexual  based  on  their  observations  of  his  behavior  around  them. 

He  has  spoken  with  his  brother*"0  and  some  of  his  friends  from  Holy  Family  that  had 
similar  experiences  with  Father  Loomis  and  all  of  them  expressed  their  willingness  to 
discuss  this  matter  with  Canonical  Auditor  Keller. 

REDACTED  REDACTED 
His  brother  >  can  be  reached  on  his  ceil  phor 


32 


redacted   __can  be  contacted  atREDACTED  ,.  He  is  in  the  process  of  applying  for 
'admission  to  the  seminary  to  become  a  priest. 

REDACTED     cm  be  contacted  a^EDACTED  _  had  mentioned  something  to 

Hir^viou^hylbout  coming  forward  after  Father  Loomis  was  named  in  the  media  as 
being  on  the  list  of  priests  accused  of  sexually abmmz  minors,  but  had  not  yet  done  so 
when  he  contacted  him  about  speaking  withKtUAU 

redacted    Uyes  ^  Kansas'City,  but  he  does  not  have  a  phone  number  or  address  for  him. 

REDACTED  WOuld  know  about  Father  Loomis'  from  his  days  as  an  altar  boy  at  Holy 
Family,  but  he  does  not  know  his  whereabouts. 
REDACTED 
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OATH  OF  TRUTHFULNESS 

■I  have  reviewed  the  record  of  ray  testimony  and  I  hereby  swear  that  in  answering  the  questions  I 
have  told  the  truth,  the  whole  truth  and  nothing  but  the  truth,  so  help  me  God. 

Given  this  8th  day  of  September  in  the  Year  of  Our  Lord  2004  at  the  Curia  of  the  Archdiocese  of 
Los  Angeles. 

REDACTED 


REDACTED  ARCHDIOCESAN  SEAL 
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4. 


(first  interviewed  7/6/04;  formal  interview,  9/8/04): 


*  DOB  =REDACTED  incidents  involving  himself  occurred  no  earlier  than  6/76;  hence,  age 
window  starts  at  13  years,  6  months  (presumably  ended  1  year  later) 

*  Loomis  several  times  invited  him  and  other  altar  boys  to  join  him  in  the  upstairs  private 
community  room  in  the  rectory  after  5:30  Mass;  at  least  a  couple  of  times  Maurice  was 
invited  alone  and  offered  a  beer;  on  one  occasion  he  did  sip  a  beer  but  put  it  down; 
Loomis  never  forced  beer  on  him,  but  let  him  and  his  friends  know  they  were  free  to 
drink  the  communion  wine  at  the  church  or  beer  at  the  rectory  if  they  wanted. 

*  There  were  sex"«1  innuendos  and  comments  in  these  settings.  Loomis  asked  his  friend 
redacted    (notREDACTED  as  in  first  interview),  "What  do  you  do  when  you  get  homy?" 

When  he'didn't  answer.  Loomis  said,  "I  just  have  a  good  beat-off."  Loomis  never 
physically  touchecREDACTED.  or  solicited  him  in  a  sexual  manner,  but  made  him 
uncomfortable  with  the  alcohol  and  innuendos. 

*  Loomis  took  his  younger  brother*'™0™  and  two  friends  to  a  nearby  park  and  got  them 
drunk  on  Mickey  Big  Mouth  malt  liquor. 

*  Loomis  too:REDACTED  out  to  dinner  at  a  nice  restaurant  one  night,  followed  ^$5}^ 
that  turned  out  to  be  a  "strange  experience"  that  "seemed  like  a  date."  Since 

turned  down  the  suggestion  to:see  "The  Exorcist,"  they  ended  up  going  to  another  of 
Loomis'  suggestions,  "The  Man  Who  Fell  to  Earth,"  an  R-rated  movie  about 
homosexuality  and  uninhibited  sexual  boundaries 

*  redacted  •  brother  who  attended  Pater  Nostar  HS  knewaf  Br.  Becket's  abnormal 

interest  in  boys  and  warned  their  father  to  keq  t  am        away  from  him  - 

something  REDACTE°  never  learned  about  until  this  past  year  when  his  father  told  him. 

REDACTED  ,       ,   ,  ■  .REDACTED 

+  REDACTED    (interviewed  7/7/04):  classmate  of  fu  (year  behind      ^  .; 

confirms  on  one  occasion  Loomis  invited  him        and  another  friend  to  his  "office"  in 
the  rectory  after  school  and  gave  them  a  fifth  of  peach  brandy;  the  boys  left  the  rectory, 
got  some  cups  and  drank  the  brandy  in  the  school  yard;  on  another  occasion,  Loomis  took 
^redacted  ^  mQi)lQT  Mend  on  a  neighborhood  tour,  bought  a  six-pack  of  Mickey  Big 
Mouth,  which  they  shared  during  the  tour;  some  time  that  day  Loomis  made  a  remark  to 
the  effect  that  "It  doesn't  matter  who  touches  you  somewhere,  it  still  feels  good."  No 
other  sexual  innuendos,  no  touching,  no  recollection  of  being  invited  to  drink  altar  wine. 

+  REDACTED  (interviewed  7/7/04):REPACTE_D  brother  o:REDACTED  so  seventh  grade 
when  Loomis  came;  Loomis  allowed  rim  and  other  altar  boys  to  drink  the  wine, 
sometimes  doing  so  in  his  presence;  confirms  the  Mickey  Big  Mouth  story;  during  their 
time  in  the  park,  Loomis  urinated  with  his  back  toward  them  -  he  did  not  expose  himself 
to  them;  no  inappropriate  touching;  no  recollection  of  sexual  innuendo  remarks 

+  REDACTED      (interviewed  7/8/04):  friend  0jREDACTED  and  fellow  altar  server;  Loomis 
seemed  "kind  of  cool"  in  showing  more  attention  to  altar  servers  than  other  priests  but  at 


tt.    r-     1/  -i  REDACTED    ,  ,  , 

same  time  there  was  something  odd  about  him.  His  foend/altar  server  told 
him  one  time  just  prior  to  5:30  Mass  that  Fr.  Loomis  lets  us  drink  the  altar  wine.  After 
the  Mass  Loomis  brought  them  a  full  bottle  and  said  they  could  have.  The  two  of  them 
but  not  Loomis  drank  the  whole  bottle  and  walked  home  in  a  drunken  state  -  their  first 
"buzz."  His  friencREDACTED  told  him  about  the  "get  horny  -  good  beat-off'  incident. 
He  also  recounted  an  encounter  with  another,  older  friend  Walter  Lugo,  who  went  into 
shock  whenREDACTED  jokingly  told  him  Br.  Becket  was  looking  for  him;  no  sexual 
touching  or  innuendos 


Recorded  by: 
Conducted  by; 


FORMAL  INTERVIEW 
September  24, 2004 

REDACTED 


Interviewee:  Rev.  Msgr.  Richard  A.  Loomis 
Also  Present:  REDACTED 


I  am  sitting  here  in  the  conference  room  of  the  Vicar  of  Clergy's  Office  at  the 
Archdiocesan  Catholic  Center.  With  me  is  Msgr.  Richard  Loomis  who  has  been  the 
subject  of  an  investigation  because  of  certain  allegations  having  been  made^  Wr^hmi 
also  is  RE  D  ACTE  D       who  is  serving  as  his  canonical  advisor,  and  also 
redacted  ^o  .g  ggj^g  ^     capacity  as  Notary  and  is  tape  recording  this  session,  Before 
the  session  began  we  asked  if  it  would  be  OK  to  tape  record  this  session  and  I  am  going 
to  ask  again:  Is  this  OK? 

Msgr.  Loomis: 

Yes  it  is,  within  the  context  of  a  canonical  investigation. 
REDACTED 

We  understand  that  it  will  be  transcribed  and  that  a  copy  will  be  provided  to  Msgr. 
Loomis  and  that  corrections  can  be  made. 

REDACTED 

Yes,  that  is  correct  It  will  be  transcribed  and  provided  for  review. 

What  I  am  going  to  do  is  give  you  in  summary,  with  as  much  detail  as  I  think  both  of  you 
have  of  the  different  allegations  that  have  been  presented.  Because  there  is  quite  a  bit  I 
will  take  this  per  person  to  give  a  chance  for  any  response  or  questions  or  whatever  you 
may  have.  I  want  to  advise  you  that  you  are  under  no  requirement  whatsoever  to  say 
anything.  I  cannot  ask  you  if  you  did  anything  that  would  amount  to  mmnunating 
yourself.  I  cannot  put  you  under  oath  to  say  anything.  You  already  have  exercised  your 
right  to  canonical  assistance.  With  that  in  mind,  I  will  now  begin  with  this  material. 
Some  of  this  you  are  already  familiar  with.  In  some  cases  we  have  since  gotten  additional 
information  which  is  what  I  will  be  presenting  to  you.  So  to  the  extent  that  some  of  this^ 
is  repetitious,  just  please  bear  with  me,  so  that  we  can  see  where  things  fit  in  and  where  it 
doesn't  This  is  to  let  you  know  what  has  happened. 

Withregard  to  the  complaint  that  got  all  this  startedREDACTED         To  date  we  have 
still  not  been  able  to  do  a  formal  interview  with  this  gentleman.  We  have  made  several 
attempts  in  contact  with  the  civil  lawyer  to  allow  this  to  be  done.  To  date  we  have  had  no 
response,  and  this  has  not  happened.  However,  back  at  the  end  of  June  we  did  finally  get 
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REDACTED 

a  copy  of  the  claimant  questionnaire  which  each  of  the  litigants  for  the  lawfirm 
law  firm  have  to  submit  This  was  signed  by  him  under  oath  December  11,2003.  I  will 
be  quoting  certain  statements  that  he  makes  from  the  document  so  that  we  can  know  what 
that  information  is.  Before  I  do  that,  just  to  get  a  time  parameter,  we  have,  from  the 
school  records  of  this  gentleman's  date  of  birth  which  is  REDACTED   1955.  He  attended 
Pater  Noster  [High  School]  as  a  freshman  and  a  sophomore,  hence  for  two  years  roughly 
from  September  of  1970  to  June  of  1972.  This  means  that  the  incidents  that  he  alleged 
happened  in  an  age  window  from  his  late  13  years  old  to  a  maximum  of  1 5  years  old.  In 
terms  of  the  allegation  I  now  quote  from  that  claimant  questionnaire:  "Beckett  put  his 
mouth  on  my  inouth,  put  his  hand  on  my  penis,  had  an  erection,  touched  my  genitals,  told 
me  he  loved  me.  This  occurred  over  a  one  and  a  half  to  two  year  period  while  attending 
Pater  Noster  High  School."  In  a  separate  part  of  the  questionnaire  he  says  that  this 
happened  approximately  four  to  six  times.  Elsewhere  he  states  that  he  told  his  now  wife 
REDACTEDcirca  1975  abouj;  actJ}  ^  y^^ned  to  jjjm  from  a  REDACTED  md Br.  Beckett 

Becket.  He  also  told  his  friendREDACTED     a  "number  of  years  ago."  That  is  the  phrase 
used  in  the  questionnaire.  Another  point  in  the  questionnaire  states  that  he  has  been  told 
by  his  attorney  (this  is  in  response  to  a  question  asking  'Does  he  know  about  other 
incidents  of  abuse?')  that  Beckett  Becket  is  alleged  to  have  abused  at  least  three  different 
children.  Others  who  attended  Pater  Noster  remembered  Beckett  Becket  allowing  boys  to 
spend  time  with  him  in  his  classroom  or  office  smoking.  Others  who  had  exposure  to 
redacted     -m  Holy  Trinity  parish  remember  feeling  that  Beckett  Becket  was  similar  to 
Hagenbach  in  that  they  should  stay  away  from  him.  Investigations  have  revealed  that 
Loomis,  throughput  his  career,  has  maintained  overly  physical/sexual  relations  with 
young  boys  and  men,  and  that  church  personnel  at  various  assignments  have  been  aware  ,. 
of  boys  and  young  men  spending  the  night  with  Loomis  and  going  on  extended  trips  | 
alone  with  Loomis."  f§ 

That  is  the  information  that  we  have  from  that  questionnaire.  At  this  point  is  there 
anything  you  would  like  to  say  or  ask? 

Msgr.  Loomis:  REDACTED 
Well,  that's  very  complex.  First  of  all  I  would  say  I  did  not  sexually  abuse 
It  did  not  happen.  I  did  not  do  that 

[Msgr.  Loomis  in  consultation  with  his  canonical  advisor;  at  their  request  the  notes  from 
™k?r.iiREDACTED  r«H  is  given  to  Msgr.  Loomis  and  Ms  canonical  advisor  to  review. 
REDACTED  .  leave  the  room  untilREDACTED  calls  them  back  and  says  they  are 

ready  to  continue.] 

Msgr.  Loomis: 

I  would  not  know  if  he  told  anyone  olso  about  something.  And  I  certainly  don^aew 
whatREDACTED    might  bo  referring  to.  ^<REDACT  RDEDACfgf  toW  ^  wife  or 
anyone  else,  nor  why.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  whal       _  attornevmav^e 
toWREDACTED  j        0f  n0  0ther  former  student  of  Pater  Noster,  sav« 
who  accuses  me  of  having  abased  him. 
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REDACTED 

OK.  And  I  will  tell  you  right  now,  as  far  as  we  know,  we  have  no  idea  either. 
Msgr.  Loomis:  redacted 

I  Would  also  deny  that  I  abused  other  kids.  or  any  other  student  at  Pater 

Noster.  I-am  unaware  of  anyone  specifically  at  the  moment  that  would  have-  gone  on  a 
vacation  with  me,  or  that  kind  of  thing.-  I  never  took  any  student  on  vacation  with  me 
nor  did  I  ever  have  any  student  staying  overnight  with  me. 

REDACTED 

A  question  of  extended  trips  alone,  is  that  the  comment  you  are  referring  to? 

Msgr.  Loomis: 
Yes. 

REDACTED 

'  REDACTED  , 

In  regard  to  this  allegation  we  knew  about  the  reference  to  and  so  we 

interviewedREDACTED    That  was  first  of  all  done  b;REUAO  1  tu    back  in  February 
[2004],  who  took  an  initial  statement  from  him.  I  did  a  formal  interview  of  rum  at  the  end 
of  My,  30*  [2004]  in  which  he  made  certain  corrections  to  the  material  in  theREDACTED 
report  and  then  gave  me  his  formal  statements  and  so  he  is  now  under  oath. 

RFDAPTFD  REDACTED  ,  _ 

knew  the  in  1993  while  ijg™  a  semir^rian  serym?  at  St. 

Elizabeth  parish  which  is  wher<REDACTED  wifi         ^REDACTED        ^  x^is 
where  their  relationship  began  and  has  been  a  friend  since.  When  he  was  ordained  to  the. 
priesthood  the  following  year  -  so  this  [the  ordination]  had  occurred  on  June  4, 1994  -  it 
was  some  time  around  then  that  he  learned  that  his  first  assignment  would  be  at  St 
Anthony  parish  in  Oxnard  where  Fr.  Loomis  was  Pastor.  It  was  mtecorltext  tha1REDACTED 
told  REDA^CT^hat  Loomis  had  done  something  of  a  sexual  nature  t        in  high  school. 
And  jieREDACTED  was  g0H1g  t0  telREDACTEDabout  it  Later  -  and  this  is  some  time  later  - 
redacted^  ^  ^  Loorius  grabbed  his  crotch  in  a  classroom.  Further  que^oning  of 
KbUAu  fed  m(3icate(3  that,  by  his  own  admission  he  minks  pictorially,  and  so  he  pictured  his 
own  high  school  classroom  aREDA0TED  was  telling  him  this  incident  And  so,  under 
questioning,  he  could  not  sav  that  the  classroom  location  was  something  that 
said  or  something  thatREDACTED:  was  picturingREDACTED  advised  him  to  think  about 
counseling  if  he  was  troubled  by  the  incident  He  seemed  to  think  he  was  troubled  to  an 
extent  he  was  embarrassed  in  talking  about  it.  But  there  was  no.  subsequent  discussion  of 
this  incident  He^not  report  the  matter  to  anyone,  (he  beingREDACTED)  since  it  was  his 
impression  th£REDA°TEDshowed  no  intention  of  going  any  further  with  this  matter.  In 
reflecting  on  his  own  experience  with  him  at  the  rectory  at  St.  Anthony's  with  Fr. 
LoomisREDACTED  did  not  observe  anything  untoward  about  Loomis'  interest  in 
"     relationships  with  minors.  He  did  think  it  was  inappropriate  that  Loomis  allowed  a  20 
year  old  dropout  seminarian  to  room  for  two  months  at  the  parish  center,  Spend  time 
together  during  the  day,  and  go  away  weekends,  but  he  did  not  observe^wtbin^ 
improper.  So  there  is  nothing  there.  The  significance  then  of  this  is  tha  had  told 
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his  gfrlfriend  to  become  his  wife,  both  of  them  sometime  in  1994,  told.REDACTEDabout  this 
incident.  And  therefore  there  is  some  kind  of  corroboration,  for  what  it's  worth. 

So  that  is  what  we  have  oa  that  incident  Is  mere  anything  else? 

[Canonical  consultation,  again  in  private] 

Msgr.Loomis: 

I  would  simply  say  again  that  I  never  molested cunblc:u    I  had  no  recollection  of 
the  name  or  the  person  till  [Redacted       called  me  and  "told  me  that  I  had  been  named 
in  that  suit  as  a  perpetrator.  In  terms. .  .from  time  to  time  at  St  Anthony's,  because  the 
rectory  was  separate  from  the  office  building,  we  had  seminarians  that  were  going 
through  the  CPE  course  at  St  John's  regional  medical  center*  we  had  a  seminarian  from 
another  country  who  could  not  go  home  on  vacation,  we  did  have  one  seminarian  whose 
jjajne  ^REDACTED  wh6  dropped  out  of  the  seminary,  he  was  a  seminarian  from 
Tucson,  he  asked  if  he  could  use  one  of  the  rooms  in  'that  other  building'  for  a  couple  of 
months  until  he  could  get  a  job  and  set  himself  up.  He'd  previously  worked  at  Santa 
Clara  fbrREDACTED  The  seminary  did  not  give  any  indication  that  there  was  a 
problem.  So  I  let  him  use  the  room.  He  made  his  own  meals.  We  did  become  friendly 
and  we're  still  in  contact  with  each  other,  I  can't  think  of  anything  else. 

I  am  anrnrised  to  learn  that,  if REDACTED  was  told  about  such  a  serious  accusation 
by^^^^-bi  1994,  he  did  not  report  it  to  the  Vicar  for  Clergy  at  any  time  since  lie 
was  required  to  do  so  by  archdiocesan  policy. 

REDACTED  I 

•  REDACTED  ...  >H 

The  next  item  I  want  to  go  to,  you  are  familiar  with  redacted 
complaint  that  was  made  in  that  regard.  He  was  first  interviewed  bj  in 
February  [2004].  I  did  a  formal  interview  with  him  at  the  beginning  of  this  month,  it  was 
the  seventh  of  September.  He  made  one  correction  to  the  written  record  fromREDACTED 
report  and  then  he  answered  additional  questions,  and  so  we  have  his  statements  under 
oath. 

His  date  of  birth  jsREDACTED  1964.  And  the  incidents  that  he  is  alleging  occurred,  to  the 
best  of  his  knowledge,  the.summer  of  1974.  He  has  acknowledged  that  it  might 
conceivably  be  1 973,  but  in  his  own  mind  it  was  1974.  On  that  basis  the  age  window  that 
We're  talking  about  is  that  he  was  nine  years  old,  eight  to  ten  months. 

Our  first  knowledge  of  this  allegation  came  by  way  of  REPACTED      .  He  was  an  :■ 
associate  at  Corpus  Christi  during  the  time  that  Richard  Looniis  was  a  seminman^So 
this  would  have  been  after  you  left  the  Brothers  of  St.  Patrick.  According  to 
redacted    parents  told  him  that  Loomis  had  fondled  or  groped  their  son.  As  the 
summer  Was  almost  over  (an<REDACTED  was  saying  this  wfED1j74)  his  presence  at  the 
parish  ended,  he  had  to  go  back  to  the  seminary,  without         i  havmg  to  s^v  any^ing 
to  him  about  it  From  the  interviews  witbREDACTED  what  we  have  is  this:KbUA~  tu 
became  an  altar  boy  in  the  second  grade  and  subsequently  came  to  know  Loomis. 
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redacted    parents  were  very  active  m  ^  p^sh,  the  priests  in  the  parish  frequently 
were  guests  intheREDACTED  home.  So  there  was  nothing  remarkable  about  any 
association  with  their  Kids  and  the  people  at  the  parish,  as  far  as  they  were  concerned. 
The  kids  at  school  (this  i<REDACTED  again)  liked  Loomis  who  gav6REDACTED  m0re 
attention  than  other  kids.  During  the  summer,  after  completing  fourm  graae,  on  three  or 
four  (in  the  original  deposition;  under  questioning  at  least  two,  no  more  than  four)  times 
or  occasions  and  responding  to  an  invitation  from  Loomis  he  went  to  the  Loomis  home  to 
use  their  swimming  pool.  Each  time  he  disrobed  before  and  after  swimrmng,  Loomis 
fondled  his  genitals.REDACTED  was  naked.  Nothing  more  man  that  happened.  The  full 
period  of  time  from  going  into  the  room,  getting  undressed,  getting  changed,  going  out  of 
the  room  to  go  to  the  pool  or  to  leave  was  no  more  than  five  mktes.  At  the  most  these 
were  short  things,  but  he  says  that  they  happened.  Whil«REDA        was  swimming  in  the 
pool  Loomis  stayed  out  of  the  pool,  and  any  interaction  with  him  was  just  talking. 
Finally,  the  wrongness  of  the  acts  built  up  in  his  conscience  and  he  stopped  going  to  the 
Loomis  home  for  swimming  REDACTED  told  his  mother  what  Loomis  had  done  to  him. 
She  told  his  father.  He  supposes  mat  they  reported  me  matter  to  the  Pastor  or  assistant 
Pastor  as  Loomis  suddenly  disappeared  from  the  parish  and  the  school. 

[Canonical  consultation,  again  in  private.] 

Msgr.  Loomis:  rTPn 

Again,  very  complex.  I  did  not  know  the  family,  m  the  sense  of  any  kind  of 

social  contact  with  them.  ThREDACTED  name  was  well  known  in  the  parish.  i-f&sHad 
everybody  that  I  did  not  grow  up  a  Catholic  in  the  Pacific  Palisades.  I  am  a  convert.  And 
I  had  very  little  contact  with  the  families  or  the  priests  leading  up  to  this,  1974. 

I  do  recall  one  time  when  a  little  boy  on  a  hot  summer  day  said  that  he  wanted  to  come 
swimming.  And  I  do  remember  that  was  REDACTED        I  also  confirm  that  it  was 
1974,  I  told  him  he  had  to  ask  his  mother's  permission,  and  1  would  have  to  check  with 
somebody  else  who  is  going  to  be  available  to  supervise  the  pool.  We  had  two  small  kids 
riving  there.  My  brother's  children.  And  we  had  a  rule  that  there  always  had  to  be  two  of 
us  available  if  there  were  going  to  be  kids  around  the  pool.  My  mother  was  there,  during 
the  entire  timeREDACTEDwas  there.  I  mean  by  that  that  she  was  actually  present 
supervising  the  pool.  At  first  she  spoke  with  us  and  watched  us  from  her  apartment 
window  that  had  a  clear  view  of  the  entire  pool  (a  full  size,  6'  window  that  ttas  no 
more  than  seven  feet  or  so  from  the  pool).  Then,  she  came  down  and  sat  on  the  wall 
that  was  right  beside  the  pool.  Unfortunately  my  mother  died  in  1988.  That's  the  only 
time  as  far  as  I  know  that  he  swam  in  our  pool.  I  did  not  fondle  him.  I  have  never  seen 
him  naked.  I  wouldnotrewgrdzehim  ifhe  walked  up  to  me... 

The  house  underwent  renovations  begirming  in  January  of  1974.  And  the  room  which 
had  always  been  used  as  a  changing  room,  which  opens  onto  the  pool  deck,  was 
demolished  in  order  to  make  way  for  a  new  apartment  for  my  mother.  My  brother  bought 
the  house  and  &ey  moved  in  with  his  family,  namely  his  wife  and  two  small  children, 
in  January  of  1974,  while  the  construction  was  being  done.  This  is  a  house  that  kind  of 
circled  around  the  pool  and  virtually  every  room  opened  out  onto  the  pool,  had  some 
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view  of  the  pool.  So  that  it  would  have  been  impossible  to  have  somebody  there  without 
somebody  else  seeing  them  -  there  were  seven  people  living  in  the  house  that  summer. 

In  terms  of  the  hanging  around  the  ldds  at  tho  school,  I  don't  soo  how  that  would  b&  ^ 
possible  because  I  woo  in  school  whonthoy  wore  in  school.  I  did  occasionally  cnnfriinntp 
tdtar  florvora  for  major  Hturgios  at  tho  request  of R E D  ACTE  D-I-  did  not  choose  who  those 
servers  wore  going  to  be.  Thoy  wore  pimply  assigned, 

REDACTED  claims  he  became  an  altar  boy  in  the  second  grade,  which  Would 

have  been  1971  when  he  was  seven  years  old.  In  1971, 1  was  not  even  at  the  parish. 
I  was  still  a  Brother  and  remained  a  Brother  until  June,  1972.KtUAU  tucould  not 
have  come  to  know  me  by  way  of  being  an  altar  boy.  I  did  not  train  altar  boy*  and  I 
did  not  assign  altar  boys.  On  Christmas  and  Easter,  I  coordinated  altar  servers  for 
major  liturgies  at  the  request  oiREDlCTED        I  did  not  choose  who  those  servers 
were  going  to  be.  They  were  sironlv  assimied.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  this  coordination 
of  major  liturgies  was  donewithREDA(^TED 

I  had  no  contact  with  the  children  at  the  parish  until  the  summer  of  1973  and  that 
was  in  relation  to  helping  with  the  Cub  Scouts  one .afternoon  a  week  (from 
approximately  3:30  until  5:00).  I  do  not  recall  iDACTED    vas  one  of  those  Scouts. 

With  respect  t<REDACTED  saying  that  "the  kids  at  school  liked  me,"  I  was  not  at  the 
school  at  any  time  when  it  was  in  session.  They  could  not  have  known  me. 

In  the  summer  of  '74 1  worked  downtown  with  the  Sisters  of  Social  Service  Monday 
through  Friday  at  a  day  camp. 

REDACTED 

I  would  basically  say  repeat,  it  did  not  happen,  I  did  not  4e4t  sexually  abuse 
redacted  j        ^qw  what  else  I  would  add  to  that.  You  had  an  awful  lot  m  there  that 
you  read  out  to  me,  so .. . 

Toward  tho  end  you  did  say  thai  I  was  going  back  nnd  I  did  not  suddenly  disappeted 
disanpearfromtheparish.  The  Palisades  fe  was  my  home.  And  I  was  back  to  the 
Palisades  as  muchafterthesummer  of '74  asl  wasbeforethe  summer  of  74. 
the  summer  of'74.  I  was,  home  for  vacations,  I  was  home  for  weekends,  once  I  was 
ordained  I  was  home  on  days  off  to  visit  my  mother.  When  I  was  a  Deacon,  and  if  I 
didn't  have  other  things  that  I  was  assigned  to  do,  I  deaconed  at  Mass  at  the  parish 
during  holidays.  After  I  became  a  priest,  if  if  I  was  on  vacation  and  was  available on 
Sunday,  I  said  Mass  in  the  parish.  The  parish  newsletter,  which  was  mailed  to  all  the 
homes  in  the  parish,  periodically  ran  articles  on  the  seminarians  from  the  parish. 
So  the  idea  that  I  suddenly  disappeared  doesn't  make  sense, 
REDACTED 

I  think  in  that  ooint  we're  dealing  with  the  memory  of  a  little  boy.  And  again,  toward  the 
endofsummeryouwouldhavegonebacktoschool.  I  did  press  him  on  that  point  and 
mentioned  some  of  the  very  tilings  that  you  have  talked  about  -  you've  lived  therfc,  this  is 
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your  parish,  you  would  have  been  there,  back  on  holidays  and  summers  and  such,  and  his 
response  to  that  is  basically  that  he  never  saw  you  again.  I  think  that  this  "sudden 
disappearance",  that  was  in  quote  marks  in  the  original  deposition. 

Msgr.  Loomis: 

One  of  the  T  wn1l1d  add  also,  is  that  both  of  my  nephews  went  to  the  same 

school  as  thREDACTED     They  went  to  Corpus  Christi,  and  in  fact  entered  Corpus 
Christi  and  were  in  Corpus  Christi  already  when  he  alleges  that  this  happened.  Both  kids 
followed  him  to  Loyola  High  School.  My  older  nephew  played  with  Wm™A«f« 
football  team.  At  one  point  during  high  school,  my  older  nephew  and  vere 
in  the  same  carpooL 

I  found  out  all  of  this  afterwards,  in  talking  with  family  members. 

Kind  of  the  idea  to  me,  that  mere  were  two  small  children  in  the  home  where  I  was  and 
no  one  went  to  my  brother  or  mv  sister-in-law ...  I  find  that  vary  difficult.  I  find  it  very 
difficult  to  believe  thatREDACTED    would  have  heard  such  an  allegation  from 
redacted  and  said  nothing  to  my  sister-in-law  since  she  volunteered  with  my  sister- 
in-law  and  knew  that  there  were  two  small  children  in  the  home  where  I  resided. 

REDACTED 

.  When  you  were  around  the  parish  on  your  holiday  breaks,  and  coordinating  altar  boys  or 
whatever  else  you  had  done,  what  would  have  been  your  normal  dress? 

Msgr.  Loomis: 

CiviOB  Civvies.  Shirt,  slacks,  not  clerics. 

REDACTED 

You  would  never  have  worn  clerics? 

Msgr.  Loomis:  ,  u      '  j-j 

I  would  not  and  did  not  wear  clerics.  I  wore  cassock  and  surplice  at  Mass  -  as  did 
other  servers  on  the  altar.  Sometimes  an  alb.  But  otherwise  it  would  just  be  ordinary 
lay  clothes. 

REDACTED 

Subsequently,  in  an  earlier  comment,  he  says  he  only  saw  you  one  other  time  ever  since. 
It  was  at  a  Mass  when  he  was  a  teenager.  He  says  that  you  said  hello  to  each  other,  you 
were  very  cordial  to  him  but  that  was  about  it.  He  says  he  was  uncomfortable  and  he 
walked  away.  So  he  says  there  was  one  other  time  that  he  had  seen  you. 

lllvetrkTowledgeofthat.  Somebody  walks  out  of  church  and  says  hello,  I  say  hello 
back. 
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REDACTED 

redacted  was  contacted  ^REDACTED  this k  how  the  original  tenmtag  filed,  who 

told  him  that  he  would  like  him  to  talk  tcREDACTED  but  that  he  didn't  have  to  if  he  didn't 
wantto.An<REDACTED  said  Ok  I  wft  talk  to  him.  And  that's  how  the  orign^Hnte^iew 
took  place.  When  apprised  that  Loomis  denied  the  incidents  ever  happenec 
stated,  and  I'm  quoting:  "There  is  no  doubt  in  my  mind  that  it  happened.  I  just  don't  feel 
it  to  be  a  big  deal  in  my  life  at  this  time  and  so  I'm  over  it.  I  remember  how  I  felt  when  I 
heard  he  was  aMonsignor,  and  he  was  doing  all  these  wonderful  things,  and  I  just  had 
this  little  feeling  going:  ugh. .  .you  know,  that's  not  the  right  guy  to  be  in  that  position.  ^ 
But  I  never  felt  like  trying  to  bring  him  down  or  anything  like  that.  Just  moved  past  it. 
That  is  his  response. 

Finally  his  motherREDACTED  in  an  interview  withREDACTE°  it  the  end  of  March, 
confirms  tha1REDACTED  told  her  about  the  frfjng.  She  had  pretty  much  forgotten  the 
matter  until  her  son  called  her  to  say  that        ■  would  be  calling  her,  and  my  own 
summary  of  going  over  her  material  is  that  her  memory  is  pretty  vague  in  terms  of  any 
details  I'm  not  sure  she  remembers  how  or  whether  a  report  had  been  made  to  anyone  at 
the  parish.  Of  course  we  haveREDACTEDsaying  that  it  had  been  done.  Do  you  have  a 
question? 

REDACTED  . 

Was  she  definite  about  the  identification  of  who  he  was  talking  about? 
REDACTED 

Yes. 
REDACTED 

Did  she  say  that  this  person  was  a  seminarian  or  a  priest? 

REDACTED 

What  she  says  is  that  it  was  Loomis. 
REDACTED 

OK. 

REDACTED 

That  constitutes  the  material  that  we  have  on  that  incident. 
[Canonical  consultation,  again  in  private.] 

Tteo'nty  S  that  I  would  comment  on  that,  this  is  not  from  my  personal  knowledge  but 
from  what  my  sister-in-law  has  told  me  since,  is  that  my  sister-m-la^  t  uau  1 1  u 
worked  side  by  side  witlREDACTED        during  the  entire  time  that  my  nephews  were 
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in  Corpus  Cbristi  they  were  in  a  group  known  as  the  Sisters  of  St.  Louie  Louis  League. 
They  knew  each  other  quite  well, . .  .again,  I  had  two  small  nephews  living  in  the  house 
where  I  lived  when  I  was  home. . .it  would  seem  odd  that  something,  would  not  have 
been  said  at  the  time.  If  indeed  this  did  come  up,  and  I  we«M  say  again,  it  did  not  happen, 
I  did  not  fondle  this  kid.  I  wish  I  could  say  at  this  point  in  my  life  that  I  could  say  'No, 
he  never  came  to  our  home  swirnming,' ...  to  he  honest  I  would  have  to  say  he  came  that 
one  time.  But  it  was  one  time,  and  there  was  another  adult  present,  my  mother.  There 
were  probably  other  people  present  too.  But  I  don't  recall  other  people  specifically  being 
in  the  house.  There  were  so  many  people  living  in  the  house  that  summer,  like  I  said, 
seven  people,  that  there  was  virtually  never  a  time  that  there  was  no  one  home.  There 
were  always  people,  always. 

And  speaking  toREDACTED    not  even  being  sure  a  report  was  made:  It  is 
difficult  to  believe  that  a  mother  having  been  told  about  such  an  accusation  by  her 
little  boy  could  have  taken  it  so  lightly. 

REDACTED 

You  worked  downtown.  Would  this  have  had  to  have  been  a  weekend? 

Msgr.  Loomis:  ,    „      .  .  1       . , 

It  would  have  had  to  have  been  a  weekend.  It  would  have  had  to  have  been.  Which  would 

have  made  sure  that  even  more  people  were  home. 
REDACTED 

So  the  summer  of  '74.  is  when  you  were  working  with  the  Sisters  of  Social  Service? 

Msgr.  Loomis: 
.    Correct.  At  Holy  Rosary. 

REDACTED 

And  that  was  a  Monday  through  Friday  activity? 

Msgr.  Loomis  '  • 

That's  correct.  The  camp  opened  about  noon.  I  had  to  be  there  at  ten  for  the  set  up  so  1 
did  attended  morning  Mass,  went  home,  had  breakfest,  went  downtown.  Two  evenings 
a  week,  Tuesdays  and  Thursdays,  we  had  evening  sessions  with  the  teenagers  that  were 
the  counselors,  training  them  for  what  was  coming  up  on  future  days.  Wednesday 
evenings  is  when  I  had  that  Bible  class.  I  didn't  get  home  before  6  o  clock  Monday 
through  Friday. 

REDACTED 
And  this  began  how  soon  during  the  summer? 

Msgr.  Loomis:  .       •    .    ,  . 

Oh,  I  couldn't  say  that  exactly.  But  it  was  within  a  couple  of  weeks  after  we  got  out  of 

school. 
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And  went  how  long? 
Msgr.  Loomis: 

Into  August.  I  couldn't  say  exactly  when.  There  is  a  Tidings  article  about  the  summer 
camp. 

REDACTED 

You  mentioned  a  Bible  Class  Wednesday  evenings?  Where  was  that? 

Msgr.  Loomis: 
At  Corpus  Christi. 

REDACTED 

So  you  came  back  from  Holy  Rosary? 

Msgr.  Loomis: 

Yes,  that  was  a  chapel  of  Our  Lady  of  Loreto  Loretto. 
REDACTED 

Just  to  go  back  to  an  earlier  point,R ED ACTE  D    just  for  your  own  sake.  I  don't  see  it 
as  extremely  relevant  to:  the  allegations,  she  said  that  in  her  own  mind  she  had  long  since 
forgiven  anything  thatwould  have  happened.  She  bore  no  animosity,  and  that  she  had 
basically  forgotten  about  the  whole  thing  until  her  son  called  her  to  tell  her  that  she  would 
be  getting  a  phone  call. 

Msgr.  Loomis: 

Again,  it  is  difficult  to  believe  that  a  mother  having  been  told  about  such  an 
accusation  by  her  little  boy  could  have  taken  it  so  lightly. 

REDACTED  REDACTED 
Tiienextitemissomethmgyouarefamiliarwith.  TMs  has  to  do  with  REDACTED 
who  iREDACTED  brother.  He  was  interviewed  m  January  2004  D) 

and  then  I  did  a  formal  interview  with  him  last  month,  August.  6, 2004.  Let  me  stop  for  a 
second  and  say  this:  in  terms  of  allegations  of  sexual  abuse  of  minors,  those  are  the  two 
incidents  that  we  have.  There  are  no  other  reports  that  we  have.  The  material  that  I  am 
now  going  to  be  going  through  with  you  are  allegations  of  other  types  of  behavior, 
activities,  that  if  true  would  provide  shall  we  say  a  context  or  a  character  out  of  which  the 
two  allegations  of  sexual  abuse  of  a  minor  could  be  given  some  credence.  So  that  s  the 
relevance  of  this  material. 
redacted  ^  ^ ^.^redacted  ^  ^ ^cident tohe  alleges  occurred durmg the 
summer  of '  74,  hence  he  would  have  been  around  his  26th  birthday. 


He  first  called  the  child  sexual  abuse  hotline  staffed  bj  in  December  of 2002, 

by  h«  "^lection  -  in  June  2002  b3REDACTED    recollection  -  to  report  bis  experience. 
SincREDACTEDi  was  an  adult.  Loomis  denied  the  incident,  and  there  were  no  other  reports,  no 
action  was  taken  and  REDACTEDshredded  the  report,  thinking  that  a  record  wsa 
maintained  in  the  Vicar  for  Clergy  office.REDACTED 

REDACTED 

redacted" 


REDACTED  Io.  mterviewing^^^^what  he  says  is  that  he  attended  a  Bible 

class  taught  by  Loomis  as  a  seminarian  at  Corpus  Christi  that  summer.  Around  the  end 
of  the  four  week  or  so  of  classes  Loomis  invited  him  to  accompany  him  to  a  youth  swim 
outing  at  some  public  park,  he  doesn't  remember  where.  While  standing  outside  the 
fence  around  the  swrmming  pool  Loomis  remarked  of  a  group  of  boys:  "Look  at  them,  ? 
they  don't  know  what  they've  got  between  their  legs u"  He  may  have  added:  They  don  t 
evenknowmeyhaveanerec^^  ^ 
were  further  comments  of  a  sexual  natur<  1st  Loomis  know  that  he  was  single  and 

interested  in  girls,  not  boys.REDACTED 
REDACTED 


REDACTED 
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REDACTED 


[Private  canonical  consultation.] 
REDACTED 


I  don't  recall  taking  anyone  to  what  have  had  to  have  been  the  day  camp  down  in  the 
civic  center.  We  did  from  time  to  time  shuttle  the  Mds  over  to  the  pool  in  Griffith  Park. 
But  I  was  doing  the  shuttling  in  my  red  Ford  station  wagon.  I  was  not  at  the  pool.  I  was 
doing  the  shuttling.  Wo  only  used  buaoo,  because  of  lack  of  funda,  if  wo  were  going  on  a 
longer  trip  like  down  to  Whitticr  Narrows,  tho  big  pork  there,  or  that  land  of  thing  ■ 
Because  of  lack  of  funds,  we  only  used  buses  if  we  were  going  on  longer  trips  -  like 
down  to  Whittier  Narrows  Park  or  that kind  of  thing. 

And  I  have  to  say  that  as  I  read  the  two  different  versions  that  he  told  previously,  there 
are  just  lots  of  contradictions  and  inconsistencies.  He  says  that  I  objected  to  being  called 
Dick  because  it  had  a  sexual  connotation.  I  think  everybody  around  here  knows  that's 
who  I  am.  The  car..  And  go  on.  I  am  and  have  always  been  called  «Dick'  and  have 
never  objected  to  that  nick  name. 
REDACTED 
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REDACTED 

The  next  set  of  material  will  be  new  for  you.  This  is  going  to  be  four  people,  all  of  whom 
were  altar  boys  at  the  time  during  your  first  assignment  at  Holy  FamUvrarish  in. 
Glendale.  The  primary  per^tjw*  |  did  a  formal  interview  with  ijKLUAO  I  bU 
He  was  first  interviewed  by  in  July  6, 2004.  I  did  a  formal  interview  with 

him  earlier  this  month,  on  September  8m  [2004]. 

His  date  of  birth  is  REDACTED     ,  1962.  Therefore  the  incidents  that  be  relates  occurred 
no  earlier  than  June  of  1976  since  you  were  assigned  to  Holy  Family  at  that  time.  Hence 
the  age  window  starts  at  13  XA  years  old.  He  was  in  eighth  grade,  and  this  ended 
apparently  a  year  later,  he  didn't  state  specifically  such,  but  I  am  inferring  it  from  the 
statements  that  we  have.  Therefore  we  are  talking  from  about  13  %  to  14  & 

t  He  states  that  Loomis  several  times  invited  him  and  other  altar  boys  to  join  him  in  the 
I  upstairs  private  community  room  in  the  rectory  after  the  5:30  PMMass.  At  least  a  couple 
>  of  time«REDACTED  was  invited  alone  and  was  offered  a  beer.  On  one  occasion  he  did  sip  a 
beer  but  put  it  down.  Loomis  never  forced  beer  on  him.  But  let  him  and  his  friends  know 
that  they  were  free  to  drink  communion  wine  at  the  church  or  beer  at  the  rectory  if  they 
J  wanted  to  There  were  sexual  innuendoes  and  comments  in  these  settings.  Loomis  asked 
■  his  friend  REDACTED  (there  is  confusion  on  this  since  in  the  first  interview  he  identified 
REDACTED     another  friend,  but  he  corrected  that  in  the  second  interview  saying  it 

>  wag  redacted  who  apparently  worked  the  telephone  at  the  Rectory)  "What  do  you  do 

>  when  you  get  horny?"  Whenhe  didn't  answer  Loomis  said:  "I  just  have  a  good  beat  ^ 
j  off."  T^misneverphysicaUytouchedR 

made      ™™mf«rhible  with  the  alcohol  and  the  innuendoes.  Loomis  took  his  younger 
brotheiREDACTED  and  his  two  friends  to  a  nearby  park  oti one  occasion  and  got  them 
drunk  on  Mickey  Big  Mouth  Malt  Liquor.  Loomis  tookREDACTED      0ut  to  dinner  at 
a  nice  restaurant  followed f  £v  *rnovie  that  turned  out  to  be  a  strange  experience  that 
seemed  like  a  date.  Since  » turned  down  the  suggestion  to  see  the  movie  The 

Exorcist  after  dinner,  they  ended  up  going  to  another  one  of  Loomis'  suggestions:  The 
Man  Who  Fell  To  Earth.  It  turned  out  to  be  an  R  rated  movie  about  homosexuality  and 
uninhibited  sexual  boundaries.  Three  of  his  older  brothers  who  attended  Pater  Noster 
high  school  knew  of  Brother  Boflflgs  Becket's  abnormal  interest ^  boys  and  warned 
the?  father  to  keepREDACTED and       away  from  him... somethmgREDACTEDnever  learned 
about  until  this  past  year  when  his  father  told  him. 

'^m^-rm  DcnAOTcn  REDACTED 

redacted        interviewed  ,  one  of 'the  friends  named  b 

This  interview  was  also  in  July.  He's  a  classmate  of REDACTED_  _  so  a  yearvounger 
^REDACTED       confirms  that  on  one  occasion  Loomis  mvited  him  md 
/  another  friend  to  what  he  calls  his  office  in  the  rectory  after  school  and  gave  them  a  fifth 
i  ofpeachbrandy.  The  boys  left  the  rectory,  got  some  cups  and  drank  the  brandy  m  the 
schoolyard.  Cm  anofter  occasion  Loomis  took  him.       and  another  friend  on  a 
neighborhood  tour,  bought  a  six  pack  of  Mickey  Big  Mouth,  which  they  shared  during 
the  tour.  Sometime  that  day  Loomis  made  a  remark  that  it  doesn't  matter  who  touches 
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.  you  somewhere  it  still  feels  good.  No  other  sexual  innuendoes,  no  touching,  no 
recollection  of  being  invited  to  drink  altar  wine. 


REDACTED  „  .         ,  ,  ,       T  ,  _ 

REDACTED   the  younger  brother  ,  was  also  interviewed  the  same  day,  My  7 

[2004].  He  kREDA^TED  younger  thac   UA° ' tU  so  he  was  in  seventh  grade  when  Loomis  . 
was  assigned  to  the  parish.  Loomis  allowed  him  and  other  altar  boys  to  drink  the  wine, 
sometimes  doing  so  in  his  presence.  He  confirms  the  Mickey  Big  Mouth  story.  During 
their  time  in  the  park  he  says  Loomis  urinated  with  his  back  toward  them.  He  did  not 
expose  himself  to  them.  There  was  no  inappropriate  touching.  He  has  no  recollection  of 
sexual  innuendoes  or  remarks. 

REDACTED       another  oersonnamed  ^REDACTED  was  interviewed  on  the  8th  of  July 
[2004].  He  is  a  friend  of REDACTED.  and  a  fellow  altar  server.  Loomis  seemed  kind  of 
"cool"  in  showing  more  attention  to  the  altar  servers  than  the  other  priests  at  the  pattek 
At  the  same  time  there  was  something  odd  about  him.  His  friend  and  altar  servei 

redacted  told  ^  ^  one       j^t  prior  to  5:30  mass  that  Fr.  Loomis  lets  us  drink  altar 
wine.  After  the  mass,  they  had  a  little  bit  left  in  the  cruet  and  asked  what  should  they  do 
with  it,  and  Loomis  said  to  them  to  pour  it  out  down  the  drainREDACTED  then  said:  I 
thought  you  said  we  could  drink  this  altar  wine.  Loomis  left  and  came  back  with  a  full 
bottle  and  said  they  could  have  it  The  two  of  them,  but  not  Loomis,  dr^cge  whole 
bottle  and  walked  home  in  a  drunken  state,  their  first  buzz.  His  Mend,  told 
him  about  the  get-homy-goodRLEDAcTf  d"****-  He  ^°  ^counted another ^counter 
with  another  friend,  older,  on«  .who  went  into  shock  wherK  plough/ 

told  him  that  Brother  Beckett  Becket  was  looking  for  him.  No  sexual  touching,  no 
innuendoes  inREDACTEDrecollection. 

I  know  that's  a  lot  there.  But  basically  what  we  have  is  stories,  by  today's  standards,  of 
clear  violations  of  appropriate  boundaries. 

[Canonical  consultation.] 
REDACTED 

Father,  since  these  are  new  may  I  just  have  a  few  minutes  with  Monsignor  alone  to 
discuss  some  of  this?  I  have  no  problem  with  it.  As  it  is  new  I  want  to  digest  it.  Please 
give  us  five  or  ten  minute,s, 

REDACTED 
Sure.  Go  ahead. 

[Private  canonical  consultation.] 

Msgr.  Loomis:  REDACTED 
Concerning  servers  going  upstairs  to  the  community  room.  was 
very  firm  that  nobody  but  immediate  family  members,  priest  friends  would  go  up  to  the 
community  room.  I  didn't  take  kids  up  there.  Also,  during  my  three  years  at  Holy 
Family,  every  evening  immediately  foljawing  5;30  Mass,  the  priests  at  Holy  Family 
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had  dinner.  When  the  priest  came  in  from  saying  evening  Mass  in  the  church,  we 
started  dinner.  In  addition  to  the  five  priests,  there  was  often  a  transitional  deacon. 
In  summer,  there  were  also  seminarians  who  lived  in  the  rectory.  There  were 
always  at  least  two  or  three  people  home  for  dinner,  often  more  than  that.  The 
dinner  table  was  always  fairly  well  attended.  There  was  also  a  live-in  cook  whose 
rooms  opened  on  to  the  base  of  the  stairs.  She  and  everyone  else  present  would  have 
noticed  several  boys,  or  even  one  hoy,  goins  unstairs  after  Mass  since  everyone 
would  have  been  going  to  dinner ...  andRE  DACTE  D  was  very  firm  that  only  family 
and  priest-friends  came  into  the  living  space. 

I  don't  know  where  the  thing  about  sexual  innuendoes  is  coming  from.  I  can  honestly 
say  that  I  have  never  made  comments  with  sexual  innuendos  to  any  youngsters  at 
any  time. 

I  did  not  take  kids  to  a  park  and  get  them  drunk.  Concerning  "urinating  with  my  back 
to  them,"  I  have  what  is  called  a  "bashful  bladder."  I  cannot  urinate  if  other  people 
are  watching.  Even  in  public  restrooms  that  have  privacy  shields,  I  find  it  very 
difficult  and  either  have  to  make  a  great  effort  to  relax  or  go  into  one  of  the  stalls. 
Though  the  doctor  who  taught  me  how  to  overcome  the  problem  most  of  the  time  is 
dead,  a  friend  who  has  the  same  problem  can  confirm  this.  We  have  commiserated 
over  the  years. 

I  really  don't  like  to  go  to  movies  and  I  didn't  take  kids  to  movies.  The  Exorcist  was  the 
bane  of  our  existence  when  I  was  first  ordained.  It  had  just  come  out  and  we  were  called 
by  people  in  the  middle  of  the  night  who  said  their  bed  was  shaking.  I  have  never  seen 
The  Exorcist.  I  don't  know  this  movie  The  Man  Who  Fell  To  Earth,  I  have  never  seen  it 

I  do  know  theREDACTEDfarnily.  I  taught  some  of  the  older  boys  at  Pater  Noster.  I  tutored 
one  of  the  boys  that  failed  in  English  class,  during  the  summer  of  '72  when  I  was  tutoring 
at  BeUarmine  Jefferson.  I  was  never  really  social  with  the  family,  but  I  knew  them.  I  did 
not  knowREDACTEDivell. 

As  to  peach  brandy,  no.  I  wouldn't  have  something  like  that. 
REDACTED  , 

» 

You  said  No.  No  to  what? 

Msgr. Loornis:  ™   TJJ  a 

I  wouldn't  have  givon  it  to  them.  And  I  wouldn't  have  had  it.  Either  one.  No,  i  did  not 
give  them  peach  brandy.  I  could  not  have  because  I  have  never  owned  a  bottle  of 
peach  brandy. 

With  respect  to  having  liquor  in  my  office,  I  never  kept  liquor  there  nor  did  I  ever 
see  liquor  there.  The  office  was  shared  with  REDACTED  ind 
occasionally  the  transitional  deacon. 
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Sexual  innuendoes ...  I  don't  recall  making  any  comments  of  that  type.  If  someone 
misinterpreted  something  that  I  said,  that  would  be  different 


We  had  did  have  a  problem  ™h™ T  wnc  +1^re  with  the  altar  boys  stealing  the  wine. 
There  was  one  time  I  went  toREDACTED  and  said  I  think  the  wine  that  I  used  at  Mass 
this  morning  was  more  water  than  wine.  We  had  to  start  locking  the  wine  up.  We  used  to 
have  one  bottle  that  would  be  out  so  the  servers  could  fill  the  cruets.  But  we  had  to  start 
locking  it  up.  And  we  would  take  it  out  and  give  it  to  them  so  they  could  fill  the  cruet 
and  men  we  would  put  it  away  again. 

We  did  have  had  a  Franciscan  brother  who  was  sacristan,  REDACTED        he  was  not 
one  of  the  main  Franciscan  groups  but  one  of  the  other  ones  smaller  communities.  He 
helped  out  around  the  parish.REDACTED     was  in  charge  of  the  altar  boys.  He 
trained  and  assigned  them.  He  was  also  in  charge  of  the  sacristy  and  set  up  for 
Mass  and  other  services.  He  was  the  one  who  kept  the  wine  stock  under  lock  and 
key. 

REDACTED    aIso ^-^ge 0f  the  Youth  Group.REDACTED  was 
also  concerned  because         had  kids  over  to  his  apartment,  which  was  a  few 
blocks  from  the  church  on  the  other  side  of  Br»n* Boulevard.  We  did  have  a 
difficulty  withfeimREDACTCDgiving  alcohol  to  kids.REDACTED  the  pastor, 

told  me  about  it  and  handled  it  himself.  I  don't  know  what  the  upshot  was. 

REDACTED 

What  time  frame  would  that  have  been? 

MsgrLoomis: 

While  I  was  stationed  there,  I  couldn't  tell  you  exactly,  I  was  there  three  years. 
REDACTED 

Was  he  me  sacristan  me  whole  time? 

Msgr.  Loomis: 
The  whole  time,  yes. 

* 

I  didn't  take  kids  to  a  park  to  set  drunk.  I-'m  aorry,  we  just  didn't  There  was  one  time, 
andIthinkitprobablywafREDACTED  that  I  played  real  stupid  trick  on.  I  brought  down  a 
'Near  Beer'  in  a  glass  and  put  it  on  a  desk  in  front  of  him  and  teased  him  about  drinking 
it  But  it  was  not  real  beer.  And  before  he  left  I  told  him  it  was  not  real  beer.  And  he 
didn't  drink  it,  we  threw  it  away,  after  he  left.  A  stupid  thing  to  do,  but  it  was  not  real 
beer.  It  was 'Near  Beer'. 

REDACTED 

At  the  time  that  I  was  at  Holy  Family  there  was  very  little  drinking  in  the  rectory. 
redacted  didn't  drink.  I  would  have  a  drink  very  seldom  on  a  seek!  special  occasion. 
Alcohol  was  not  something  that  was  a  big  deal.  I  am  shocked. 


It  should  also  be  mentioned  that  I  was  succeeded  at  Holy  Family  by  a  priest  later 
removed  from  his  parish  for  behavior  very  similar  to  that  ascribed  to  me  by  these 
four  boys  (e.gM  sexuahzed  comments,  drinking,  and  taking  young  men  on  outings, 
on  trips,  to  eat,  to  movies,  etc.). 

REDACTED 

REDACTED         . , 

REDACTED 
REDACTED 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 

When  did  that  happen?  This  'shock'?  I'm  losing  track  of  this. 

REDACTED  .  '.' 

The  encounter  with  the  car  was  relatively  recently.  But  I  don't  remember  the 
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REDACTED 

That  constitutes  the  material  that  we  have.  One  of  the  things  that  has  made  this  difficult 
is  tracking  people  down,  getting  the  cooperation.  Most  of  these  people  have  been 
reluctant,  I  would  say. 

Is  there  anything  else? 
REDACTED 

Yes.  Msgr.  Loomis  has  been  advised  that  he  cannot  be  made  to  take  an  oath,  however  he 
wants  to.  He  wants  to  under  oath  deny  any  specifics  to  sexual  abuse  of  minors.  There, 
are  a  lot  of  other  things  also,  but  these  in  particular  he  wants  to.  Is  that  correct 
Monsignor  Loomis? 

Msgr.  Loomis:  Pn  rTPn 

I  would  be  very  willing.  The  and  tftUAU  tu  hag  accusations  simply  did 

not  happen  are  not  true. 

REDACTED 

Under  the  clear  understanding  that  this  is  something  that  you  are  volunteering  to  do. 
REDACTED 

The  truth  is  the  truth,  and  if  you  have  other  things  of  vague  memory,  although  the  burden 
is  on  someone  to  prove  the  allegations,  not  to  disprove,  in  a  formal  trial.  And  I  think  the 
two  things  at  issue  are  REDACTED  And  as  to  the  clarity  of  things,  I  think  he 

wants  to  do  that  , » 

redacted  ^^j^  ^  bible  and  places  it  on  the  table  before  Msgr.  Loomis.]' 

REDACTED 

Do  you  swear  that  what  you  are  about  to  state  is  the  truth  so  help  you  God. 

Msgr.  Loomis: 
I  do. 
REDACTED 


What  is  it  that  you  wish  to  state  under  oath? 
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Msgr.Loomis:  REDACTED 
The  accusations  made  against  me  by  RtzUMU  1  cu  and  arenottrae. 
They  did  not  happen.  I  did  not  molest  them. 
REDACTED 

Thank  yon.  Is  mere  anything  else? 

REDACTED 

From  my  point  ofview,  if  there...  I  don't  know  what...  obviously  when  you  have 
varying  people  telling  you  varying  things,  it's  up  to  vou  to  put  what  weight  you  give  each 
witness.  So. ..  and  especially  I  am  concerned  wirhREDACTED     vague  memory,  the 
fact  that  her  husband  is  dead. . .  there  are  some  witnesses  that  we  have  had  whose  names 
you  may  want.  These  are  women  who  were  close  to  her  at  the  time.  What  bothers  me  is 
that  there  are  allegations  that. . .  many  people  say  'well,  he's  doing  this  with  kids  or  had  a 
refutation  for. . .  and  they  would  have  known.  And  many  of  these  people  were  close  to 
REDACTED     very  close  friends,  I  just  repeat  generally  what  they  would  tell  you,  that 
they  were  shocked  that...  they're  the  kind  of  family  that,  if  that  had  been  said,  she  would 
have  .  just  to  go  to  the  weight  if  you  wanted  to  get  other  people,  those  names  could  be 
readily  available.  So  I  offer  them  for  whatthey're  worth,  because  they  have  been 
contacted  and  I'm  sure  would  be... 

REDACTED 

Do  you  have  actual  statements  from  any.  of  these  people?. 

REDACTED 

REDACTED  .  . 

No,  I  have  the  same  thing  that. . .  we  have  from         I  have  the  investigator's  summary, 
in  other  words,  it's  not  statements. 
REDACTED 

But  you  do  have  written  reports? 

REDACTED 

We  have  reports  from  an  investigator.  Yes. 
REDACTED 

You  are  welcome  to  submit  that,  so  that  it  would  be  part  of  this  material,  and  if  any  of  the 
investigation  is  worth  it,  then  that  will  be  pursued. 

REDACTED 

Those,  you  will  recall,  when  I  sent  that  analysis  of  the  evidence  I  just  quoted  a  few  of 
those,  and  I  didn't  want  to  burden  and  mention  the  fact  that  they  were  available.  So  for 
the  completeness  of  the  investigation ...  you  might  want  those. 
REDACTED 
Yes.  I  would  appreciate  that. 
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redacted  ^  ^  fo  ft  ^  ^  today  is  transcribed.  We  will  Send  you. .  .should  I 

send  it  to  you  directly? 
REDACTED 

I  will  be  gone  for  a  month. 

REDACTED 
I  think  we  need  to  send  it  to  Msgr.  Loomis  directly. 

REDACTED 

Over  the  next  couple  of  weeks  you  [Msgr.  Loomis]  will  think  of  more  things  that  may 
have  to  be  added  to  his  remarks.  That's  fine.  Just  send  it  to  him.  And  then  I'll  just  ask 
rmnnottodoanytmngwimmemuntnigetba^    I'm  sorry. 

REDACTED 

What  address  should  I  send  it  to? 

Msgr.  Loomis:  . 

The  parish.  I  pick  up  my  mail  on  a  regular  basis.  [Saints  Fehcitas  and  Perperua] 

itfremeXr  one  other  thing.  Wfe&REDACTED  drank  Mickey  Big  Mouth,  that  was 
his  favorite.  When  I  went  to  his  home,  when  I  visited  at  his  home,  that's  what  he  would 
serve.  I  mean,  that's  one  of  those  malt  liquor  things,  and  I  don't  like  beer,  I  don  t  dnnk 
beer  except  on  rare  occasions. 

REDACTED 

Its  things  like  that  that  will  come  back  to  mind.  They're  important 

REDACTED 

I  thank  you  very  much  for  coming  in. 


1 
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I  have  reviewed  the  original  transcript,  consisting  of  18  pages,  of  the  formal  interview 
conducted  ^REDACTED   on  24  September  2004: 

X    I  have  made  corrections  and  added  additional  comments  which  have  come 


to  mind  since  the  interview.  I  have  done  so  by  lining  out  matter  to  be 
deleted  and  inserting  new  matter  in  bold  type.  This  corrected  version  of 
the  interview  now  comprises  twenty-two  pages,  including  this  signature 
page.  This  corrected  version  is  an  accurate  record. 

I  find  it  to  be  substantially  accurate. 

I  have  marked  on  the  attached  copy  those  corrections  that  1 think  need  to 
be  made.  With  these  corrections  taken  into  account,  I  find  the  transcript  to 
be  an  accurate  record  of  the  interview. 


If  I  have  further  commcnto  thatl  wiohto  make  at  this  time,  I  add  thorn  bolow. 


Msgr.  Richard  A.  Loomis 
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.INTERYTEW3  OF  BROTHERS  OF  SAINT  PATRICK'' 


■■  Synopsis  of  Interviews; 

Richard  Loonids  entered,  the  Brothers  of  St  Patrick  (Order)  in  1966|  took  the  name 
.  .  Brothel  Beckett  and  later  was  a  teacher  and  dean  of  discipline  at  the  Orders  Pater 
.  Noster-.iiigfi.  School,  He. 'resigned  from  the  Order,  entered  St.  John's  S&oiin'ary  and 
was  ordained:  a. priest  He  enjoyed  a  wonderful  reputation  amons  the  Brothers  and 
the  only- -conflict'  anyone',  could  remember  was  with  REDACTED 

•  regarding  dWcipliae  at  PN>  in  which  Loomis  was  supported  by  most  of  the  faculty. 
.  •  .  30te  ^ras  described  as  "j?ne  of  our  finest''  and  a  person  who  lived  Ms  tfows'  faithfully  in. 

eyery  wayl  ?N  yearbooks  (1971-72)  were  produced  and  showed  Loomis  as  Dean  of 
.  Piscjplime.  andREDACTED  m  a  student.  None  of  the  -Brothers  .interviewed  knew  . 
•or.  recalled REu/A^y  i  cu    or  knew  of  any  relationship  between  tooinisREDACTED 
.-  REDACTED  ... 

.The  .following  interviews  were  conducted  jjyREDACTED  Canonical.  Auditor,'  ' 
••  .  Archdioces'e'of Los Aiigelesi  '■' 

REDACTED 

:  On  i2/2i/03REDACTED  Brothers  of  Saint.  Patrick,  7820  ' 

Bolsa  •  Avenue,  Midway  City,  CA  REDACTED       >  supplied  the  folding 

•  iaformafion;'  .•.''. 

••*'*■."''  •  *  .    ■  * 

.*..■.»,  *  ,,'*,_ 

He-produced'  the  limited  student  and  personnel  records  still  available  regarding  Brother 
•.  Beckett,,  now  know  as'  Ms^.  ^dhard  ioonils/wHch  are  ateched  hereto^ 

-  ■   Richard' jLooniis.  applied  for  admission  to  The'  Brothers  of  Saint  Patrick  (Order)  in  1966, 
.' '  -  and 'attended -the  novitiate  in  Midway  City,  (Westminster)  CA.  He' adopted  the  name 
'■ '  Brother  Beckett,  renewed  vow's  yearly,  but' was  never  finally  professed  and  took  ins  last 
'   voWs'.ih'l97'iat24yearsof'age.  ,',.'' 

'  .He  has  :known  Loomis  since  1966  when  Loomis  joined  the  Order,  but  became  closer  to 
.  •  Mm  when  .ihey  'ta'ught  in  the  .early  !970's  at  Pater  Noster  (PN)  High  School,  2911  San. 
'  Fernandcklload,  .Los  Angeles';  CA,  (which  was  founded  by  the  Order).  Loomis  was  well 
•thought -of  by.  the  faculty,  and  students  at  PN,  and  became  dean. of  discipline  for 

•  underclassman.-  Loomis  did  not  believe  he  was  receiving  support  in  matters  of  discipline  • 
'  'from.the;pri)ddpal:REDACTED  and  stated  his  feelings  in  his  resignation  letter- 

'fcom'the'dean's  position'  (see-attached).  Loomis' s  concerns  were  shared  by  marly  ofthe 
■   faculty  members  and  .mbst.agreed  thatREDAGTED  was  inconsistent  in. .his  final fdecisions 
.  ■  regarding  disqipl'irie.  Shortly,  after  this  conflict,  Loomis  rendered  bis  resignation  from'the  ■ 
..'    Order  and'  Ms  'teaching,  position  at  PN  to  attend  St.  John's  Seminary  and' later' becprhs  a ' 
'•  priest.  Tb&. .attached  letter  show's  that  he.  made  proper  and  timely  notification  toREDACTED' 
redacted  .jje  sa^-Loonus  was'  missed  both  as  a  member  of  the  Order  and  as  a  teacher  at 
'    ■  FN..'. 
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.  Brothers  of  Saint  Patrick  continued  •.'•', 

He  was  shown  aphotG.iri  the  1972  FN  yearbook  depicting  REDACTED  as  a  mernber/of ' 
the  sophomore  class.  He.stated  He  has  no  recollection  of  Vasquez. 

•  :-He  didjidt  kno^R  ED  ACTED        ^e  former  pastor  of  Holy  Family  Parish,' which  .was  ' 
.'near-PN..      .'!•'..-'  '  "•,,'. 

•  \        ^  '  •'■  REDACTED  .      •'      . REDAcm 

He's^d1hatLoomiskri6wandwasrHeiidly  wit  Utter  know'as 

REDACTED         He' didn't  believe  they  were  extremely  close  friends,  but  were  about 

.'the  same  age  and  taught/together  at  PR  They  left     n«Hflr  a+texided  trie  seminary. and-. 

were  'ordained  .'about  the  same  time.  He  had  heard     a        "got  .into  some  kind  of 

trouble",  which  he >  could  not  describe,  and  later  left  the  priesthood.  •         ■  •  ■ 

.  He  described  Lobmis  'as  "one  of  our  finest",  stating  he  thought  Loornis  represented  the 
;  future  of  the  Order.-  He  arid  me  Order  are  proud  of  Loomis  and  his  suecess  as  a  priest.  He 
always  thought  .of  Loomis  as  the  epitome  of  the  priesthood  and  was  "astounded"  to  hear; 
allegations'  that  he  violated-'his  vows  in  any.  way.  He  has  had  basically  no  contact'  with' 
Loomis,  except  for  seeing  him.  at  a  few  social  functions  since  Loomis  left  the  Order, 

REDACTED  ' 

On  12/21/03REDACTED  Corporation  of  The  Brothers  of -St.  ' 

•  Patrick  7820'  Bolsa  .Avenue,  Midway  City,  .C  A,  phone  714-897-8181  supplied 'the 
following  iirforraatiori:  '  ' 

•  In  1966  he  was',  the:  novice  •.master  for  Richard  Loomis  who  took,  the  name  Brother 

•  Beckett  and  today  is  kno;w,  as  Msgr.  Richard  Loomis  of  the  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles. 

•  He:  recalled  Ms' association  with  Loomis  from  memory  as  he  had.no  records  available  to- 
■  hha. .  Loomis  had  some  college  credits  before  entering  the  Brothers  of  St  Patrick  (Order) 

.  and  continued'  his-degree  after  finishing  the  novitiate.  He  then,  exact  dated  unrecalied,- 
cpmmencsd.  teaching  at  Pater  Noster  (PN)  High  School,  291 1  San  FerMndo  Road,  Los  -  - 
Angeles,  CA;  (wWch  was  founded  by  the  Order)  and  rose  quickly  to' the  position  of  dean 
.of  discipline'  for  rodejclassraan.  In  the  early  1970's  Loomis  resigned  from.(PN)  and  •, 
enteredVSt-  John's  seminary,  and  in  the  mid  to  late  1970's  received  his  priestly  ordination.' 

He  was  piroud  of  Loorhis  when  he  decided  to  .be  a  priest,  but  sadden  that  he  was  -leaving .  ■ 
the  Order,  as  he  was  one. of  the'  finest  young  men  in  the  Order.  To  his  knowledge  Loomis 
had  no  disciplinary  problems  while  in  the  Order,  followed  all  rules  explicitly  -and  to  his; 
'  knowledge  lived  his  yows.  to  the  fullest  extent.  Had  Loomis  experienced  prbblemsRE0ACTED 

redacted  wouid  Have- know,abdut  it  as  he  was  Loomis'  novice  master  or  provincial  the  • 
entire  time  Loomis  was  in  the  Order.  He  stated  Loomis'  had  no  "boundary",  violations  and  • 
no  complaints  of  .any  type  .regarding  his  association  with  the 'other  brntbars  or'the.PN.  . 

'  students'.  Loomis1  would  have  been  the  last  person  he  couId:  think  of  that  would  be  the 
subject  of  child  molestation  charges.  ■  "     .  .  • 
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Brothers  .of  Saint  Patrick  continued  ' 

s  •  •  When  Loomis  was  teaching  at 'PN  there  was  a  bit  of  friction  between  he  and  the  principal, 
REDACTED  'because  Loomis  ^^c^q  ^  that  in  bis  position  as  dean  of 

.discipline,,  he.  received  proper  support  from  Loomis 's  position  was  supported 

.    by  the  majority  of  the  faculty.  He  has  had  basically  no  contact  with  Loomis,.  except  for  • 
•feeing 'him  at  a  few  social'functions  since  Loomis  left  the  Order. 

When  asked*  to.  describe  Loomis.'s-  .closest  friend(s)  in  the  Order  he  mentionedREDACTED 
/REDACTED  '•  Loomis  was. ahead  oiREDACTED  in  the  novitiate,'  and  they  became 
•  good 'friends  while  they  both  taught  at  PN.REDACTED   left  the  Order  'with  Loomis, ' 
.•  -attended/St  John's  seminary  and  was  ordained  Fr.  Thomas' FitzpatricL  "'Ha'' believes 
redacted    jyfcljhe.  pnesthqod  but  does  not  know  when  or  for  what  reason.  ■  •• 

He  has  taught  at  PN'  at  three  different  times,  but  was  not  there  in  197Q:72/He  did  not 
'know,  no  has  ever  heard  of  a  student  namedREDACTED  ,. 


He  provided  a' -dopy  of  the  .1972  PN  yearbook,  which  depicts  REDACTED   ^  ^ 
sophomoreclass  member.  '••• 

REDACTED 

•  'On  12/20/0.3  REDACTED  0f  Saint  Patrick,  and  founding  and  fanner 

•  'principal'.of  Pater  Noster  (FN)  .High  School,  2911  San  Fernando  Road,  Los  Angeles,,CA, 

:    was  intervieWed:  at  ;his  residence  REDACTED  and  supplied  the ' 

■  Mowmginformation;  • '       '  '.  '. 

•  He  met  Richard  Loomis  when  Loomis  was  a  novitiate  known  as  Broraer/Beckett  hi  ' 
'  approximately  ,19o"6-617  at' the  Mother  House  in  Midway.  City,  CA.'  Loomis  later  was  a 

teachei ;'and  dean lof  discipline  at  PN  in.  approximately  the  early  1970' s.'  ,  .  ... 

As  soon  ai  the  interview  started  he  said  he  wanted  to  make  it  entirely  clear.that.he  and  ■ 
■'Loomis jhad  conflicts  .at. FN  when  Loomis  was  dean  of  discipline,  Loomis  continually  ■ 
.  •  complained' that  he'REDACTED     as  pn  principal  did  not  support  him  in  his  role  as  . 
.  dean'.of'<Hscipl3j&e..,Be  'stated he  did  not  agree  with  Loomis's  inconsistent. approach  to  • 
.  discipline; :  He  was  alsotipset  with  Loomis  for  not  giving  him  proper  notice  when.he.  • 
.'.  resigned  from  PN  and  the  Brothers  of  Saint  Patrick  (Order)  and  enrolled  .in  St,  John's 

•Serdnaryl  y/itx  the  above  said,"  he  had  nothing  negative  to  say  about  the  way  Loomis  .- 
'  .  lived.his  vows,  his  dedication  tp,  the  Order  and  never  had  any  reason  whatsoever  to  1hmk 
.  •.  that  Loomis  would'  sexuallv.  -molest  a  student,  He  did  not  recall  a  student  named REDACTED  ■ 
REDACTED  He  kaeuREDACTED  of  Holy  family  Parish  nearby  PN,  but  did  npt  ■ 

■    know,  of  any  relationsMp.h^^een  Mm  md  Loomis. 
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Brothers  ;of  Saint  Patrick  continued 


■.'■REDACTED 


Th*  ««nta.of  Saint  Patrick- 
.  phone  xxxxxxx.  and 


'•  •  supplied  the'foUowingMoiniation:  •  .*.'._ 

'  ;  He-imtially  met  Richard  Loorms  in  the  mid  sixty's  when  Loomis  joined  The  Brothers  of 

•  Saint  Patrick  (Order)  and  took/the  name  Brother  Beckett.   As  he  is  considerably  older. 
•'  than  Loomis-  and  did  not  teach 'at  the  Order's  high  school,  Pater  Nosier  (PN)  at  the  same' 

,  time,  ■they  /did  not  know 'each  other  too  well.  He  stated  that  Loomis.  enjoyed-  a-  fine, 
reputation  among  the  Brothers  and  he  never  heard  ■anything  of  a  derogatory  nature. 
■  "  '  .regarding  Loomis  durin'g  the: time  he  was  in  the  Order  and  later  after  Loomis  went  to  the 
•. '  •;  seminary  and  was.  ordaine,d  a-priest'  •  ■ 

•  He.  produced  .PN. yearbooks'1' for  the  period . covering  1970" -1973.  The  books  were 
.  reviewed  ^d.the  1971  and  1972  book  depicted  Brother  Beckett  (Loomis)  as  Dean;  of 

Discipline  and  also  'depicted  a  student  namedREDACTED.     as  a  freshman  in  l-971fand'  a 
;'  sophomore'  in  1972:  He  cbuid^ot  ilndREDACTED     ;  in  the  1973  and  1974  yearbooks 
:  whichjed  him  to  belfeve'.that'REDACTEDleft  the  school  at.the  end  of  his  sophomore  year,' 
' .  ,He  was  informed  -th^t  PN  records  now  located  at 'Daniel  Murphy  High  School  were 

•  reviewed  for  the  hameREDACTED  with  negatiye'.results.  He  stated  the  records  of  non 
•  '.  graduate  students  are'  filed  behind  the  graduating  class  records  and  suggested  the  records 

be  reviewed  for  non-gradxmting.-students.  •,  '" 


4 


XII  000501 
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7  On  July'8, 2004,REDACTED 

'redacted  ^  |  teiephondcally  furnished  the  foHowing'  •' 

information  t<REDACIE^ . .  who  Identified  himself  as  aREDACTE  D     retained-fcy  the  • 

•  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  6oard  of  the  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles  to  conduct  an 
investigation  into  aa'aUegatiori ^REDACTED  that  Monsignor  Richard  Loomis 

•  sexually  molested  hitfi  'while  he  was  a  student  at  Pats?  Nostex  High  School  in  1 97 1  -72 ;  ' 

•Hewqric=REDACTED 

redacted^     ,g  g^o^sly  contemplating  eritering  the  seminary  to  become  a  priest  and  will  .- 
iriost  likely  pursue  that  calling  very  soon. 

.  He  grew  up  'id  Gfendale  and  attended  Holy  Family  Elementary  School  there  and  St  '. 
Francis  High"  School  hiLa  Canada, 

He-  got  to  'know  Father  Richard  Loomis  as  an  altar  server  in  about  1 976-77  when  Me  . 

would  Have  been  in  the  seventh  or  eighth  grade.  He  andREDACTED      who  is  now . 
"the  associate  pastor  at  Holy  Family,  were  good  friends  and  altar  boys  along  with  their 
■  .brothers  and  some  of  their  other  friends.  •  • 

'His  "overall  impression"  of  Father  Loomis  at  that  time  was  that  "he  was- kind  of  cool  in ' 
.  that  he, was  very. 'approachable,  and  showed  more  attention  to  the  altar  servers  than  other 
'•  piiestsV  but'at  the  same  time'.there  was  something  odd  .about  him." 

One  suck"o(id  episode"  involving  Father  Loomis  would  occasionally  come  to  mind  after 
'  he  got  older  and  make  him'  wonder  what  Father  Loomis  -must  have  been  'tMnJkmg  at  the  ■ ' 
,tirne.  ;His;  friend  and  fellow  altar  serveiREDACTED  told  him  just  prior  to  theifserving 
'  a  5:30- p.m.  mass  'ftat'"Father  Loomis  lets  us  drink  the  altar  wine,"  to  which!  he  responded 
•something  to/the  effect,.  'JTh'at' s  okay.  Cool." 

Afterthe  mass  that  evenins.REDACTEDasked  Father  Loomis  what  he  should  do  with'  a  small 
'  amount  of  wine  that  was  left,  .over  in  the  chalice.  When  Father  Loomis  told  him  to  pour  it 
redacted  Kves0^&^  «j  thought  we  could  drink  it."  Father  Loomis  left  the  sacristy  ■. 
;  momentary  and'returned  with  a  Ml  bottle  of  altar  wine  and  said,  "You  can  have' all  of 
. ..  this.'"  They  found  some  Dixie  cups  and  proceeded  to  drink  the  entire  bdttle'  of 'wine 
'  'between  the  two  of  them,  father  Loomis  did  not  imbibe  or  stay  around  while  they  ;  . 
'  .consumed  the  entire.bottle:  of -.vane.  The  two  of  them  walked  home  in  a  drunken  state- . 
-.  .afterwards^Bom.  were  12  or  13  years  of  age  at  the  time  and  had  a  "buzz"  on  for  the  first  ■ 
■time  iri  their  lives,. ,'     '  •  • 

His  frien<REDACTED   who'-was:an  altar  server  and  worked  in  the  rectory,  told  hini  about  • 
.  a  weird  comment  Father  Loomis  made  to  him  on  one  occasion  when  he  was  working  in 
••  the  .rectory  office.  Accordina  to  Andy,  Father  Loomis  asked  him,  "What  do-you  do  when 

•  you  get  homy?"'  WheiTDACTED  did  not  reply,  Father  Loomis  said,  "I  always  have  a  good  • 
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PERSONAL  &.  CONFIDENTIAL 

■  beat-off,"'  Nothing  mors  came  of  that  incident  to  his  knowledge.  REDACTED  called  him  and  • . 
'  told  Mm  about  it  later'.  ' 

REDACTED    ^  ^  fof , a  eompaay  ^REDACTED  ^REDACTED 

He  does  not  have:  an 'address  or  phone  number  for  him.  • 
REDACTED 


' ;  Father  Lo'omSfe'  name  came-.up  in  a  conversation  he  and  has  brother  Tom  and  Father' 
:  REDACTED      and 'his  btdSxT^had  about  the  clergy  child  abuse  scaadal  inihs  .. 
•  ■  Catholic  .Church,  arid  sii'agrsedthat  Father  Loomis  "took  it  to  the  edge  of  the  cliff,  but  • 
never  jumped  or  crossed  over  the  line"  with  them.  . 

.Father  Loorh'is  never  made'  a  pass  at  him,  never  touched  him  in  a  sexualiy  .suggestive 
'  manner  and  never  engaged  in  sexual  innuendos  with  him  during  their  conversations. , 
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REDACTED 


ft  fl  -  onn  .REDACTED  cell  phone 

On  July  7.2004  _    .  REDACTED       1  • 

numberREDACTED  ,  furnished  the  following  information  to  who- 
identified  himself  as  redacted  retained  by  the  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight 

Board  of  the  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles  to  conduct  an  investigation  into  an  allegation 
^REDACTED  that  Monsignor  Richard  Loomis  sexually  molested  him  while  he  was  a 
student  at  Pater  Noster  High  School  in  1 97 1 -72: 

He  works  fREDACTED 

REDACTED  IC 

He  was  the  youngest  child  in  a  Catholic  family  of  eight  boys  and  two  girls  that  grew  up  in 
Glendale  and  attended  Holy  Name  Elementary  School. 

He  would  have  been  in  the  seventh  grade  when  Father  W^J^8  ^came 
associate  pastor  at  Holy  Family  Parish  in  1976.  His  brother^^^ho  is  now  the 
associate  pastor  at  Holy  Family,  was  a  year  ahead  of  him  in  school.  Both  were  altar  boys 
and  got  to  know  Father  Loomis  in  that  capacity. 

Father  Loomis'  allowed  and  occasionally  encouraged  him  and  other  altar  boys  to  drink  the 
altar  wine  that  was  stored  in  a  closet  in  the  sacristy  of  the  church.  On  a  few  occasions, 
they  sipped  wine  in  Father  Loomis'  presence. 

He  recalled  an  evening  occasion  when  Father  Loomis  invited  him  and  two  of  his  friends, 
REDACTED  andREDACTED  to  go  to  Pacific  Palisades  with  him  m his  car.  Father 
Loomis  stopped  and  bought  a  six-pack  of  Mickey  Big  Mouth  malt  liquor  on  the  way  to  a 
paSTn  Pacific  Palisades  where  he  and  his  friends  shared  the  stx-pack.  He  did  not  recall 
if  Father  Loomis  drank  one  of  the  beers  or  anything  on  that  occasion.  He  never  saw 
Father  Loomis  under  the  influence  of  alcohol  at  any  time. 

The  one  really  strange  thing  he  remembers  about  that  night  was  that  sometime  after  they 
Z  to the  park,  he  noticed  Father  Loomis  urinating  in  the  middle  of  the  park  wrth  his 
backtumedtohimandhisfriends.  He  thought  it  was  very  strange  to  see priest 
urinating  in  the  middle  of  a  park.  Father  Loomis  did  not  expose  himself  to  anyone  and  no 
™dd  anVthing  about  the  Incident.  That  was  the  only  thing  about  that  evening  that 
■    stood  out  in  his  mind  as  being  very  odd  or  unusual. 

•  He  would  occasionally  see  Father  Loomis  at  St  Charles  Borromeo  Church  * 
S.lWood  whenhe  was  assigned  there  between  1995  ^2°^^?^^.^ 

redacted  g  fdt  »mconrfortable"  around  him.  He  sensed  that  Father  Loomis  feh 

the  same  way  in  his  presence.  Both  of  them  were  cordial  with  each  other  and  neither- 
brought  up  the  past.  1 


PRIVILEGED  &  CONFIDENTIAL 


He  thought  Father  Loomis  was  "kind  of  strange  in  a  sexual  way."  He  was  "a  little  bit 
off'  in  the  way  he  related  to  boys  like  himself.  In  his  opinion,  "He  did  not  treat  boys  like 
a  normal  man  treats  a  youngster." 

Father  Loomis  never  touched  him  in  an  inappropriate  manner  or  said  anything  to  him  thai 
he  considered  sexually  solicitous.  He  did  not  recall  ever  seeing  .or  hearing  Father  Loomis 
do  or  say  that  sort  of  thing  to  his  friends  or  other  minors  at  Holy  Family. 


PRIVILEGED  &  CONFIDENTIAL 


REDACTED 


On  July  7, 2004,REDACTED 

redacted  ,  telephonically  furnished  the  following  information  to 

REDACTEDwho  identified  himself  as  aREDACjEQ. .  .        retained  by  the  Clergy  . 
Misconduct  Oversight  Board  of  the  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles  to  conduct  an 
investigation  into  an  allegation  by  REDACTED  that  Monsignor  Richard  Loomis 

'  sexually  molested  him  while  he  was  a  student  at  Pater  Noster  High  School  in  1 971  -72 ; 

,    REDACTED    „  Ren  ACTED 
He  is  employed  as  the  f01KbUAU  I  bu 

He  grew  up  in  Glendale  and  was  the  youngest  of  REDACTED  in  a  Catholic  family,  all 
of  whom  attended  Holy  Family  Elementary  School.  He  graduated  eighth  grade  there  is 
1978. 

j[e  ^REDACTED  the  brother  of  REDACTED  were  classmates,  altar 

boys  and  friends KtUACTED  was  a  year  older  than  he  and 

His  parents  were  very  involved  in  the  church.  Father  Richard  Loomis,  the  associate 
pastor  at  Holy  Family  at  the  time,  "hit  it  off'  with  his  family  and  many  others  in  the 
parish.  For  the  most  part,  there  was  nothing  out  of  the  ordinary  about  his  behavior  around 
young  boys  like  himself,  but  there  were  a  couple  of  exceptions  that  he  recalls  over  25 
years  after  the  fact. 

-  REDACTED 

On  one  such  occasion,  Father  Loomis  invited  him,KtUAU  1  5U  and  possibly 
and/oiREDACTED  to  his  office  in  the  rectory  after  school  and  gave  the  a  "fifth"  of 
peach  brandy.  He  did  not  recall  the  circumstances  of  that  situation,  but  they  did  not  drink 
the  brandy  in  Father  Loomis'  office.  He  and  his  friends  picked  up  some  cups  at  a  nearby 
Pup  &  Taco  restaurant  and  went  to  the  school  yard  where  they  drank  the  peach  brandy. 
All  of  them  were  sawy  enough  to  realize  that  Father  Loomis'  conduct  in  giving  minors  a 
bottle  of  liquor  was  "strange  and  totally  inappropriate,"  but  there  was  nothing  of  a  sexual 
nature  that  accompanied  his  giving  the  liquor  to  them. 

It  never  occurred  to  him  that  Father  Loomis  had  a  fixation  on  or  particular  interest  in 
boys. 

REDACTED  redacted  _ 

On  another  such  occasion,  Father  Loomis  picked-up  him  and         in  his  car 

and  give  them  a  tour  of  his  old  neighborhood  in  Pacific  Palisades.  He  bought  a  six-pack 
of  Mickey  Big  Mouth  malt  liquor  at  a  local  liquor  store  which  they  all  shared  during  the 
tour.  They  drove  around  the  city  and  Father  Loomis'  old  neighborhood  where  he  pointed 
out  places  of  interest.  He  took  them  by  his  parents'  home,  but  they  did  not  go  inside  the 
house. 

They  may  have  returned  to  the  rectory  with  Father  Loomis  after  their  tour  of  Pacific 
Palisades,  but  he  was  not  sure  of  that  chronology  of  events.  He  did  recall  being  in  the 
rectory  with  Father  Loomis  and  his  friends,  probably  the  same  friends  that  went  on  the 
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tour  with  Father  Loomis  earlier  that  day.  when  Father  Loomis  made  a  comment  to  the 
effect  that,  "It  doesn't  matter  who  touches  you  somewhere.  It  still  feels  good."  He  and 
his  friends  laughed  and  responded  with  a  sarcastic  remark  along  the  line  of,  "What  are 
you,  gay  or  queer?"  Nothing  more  came  of  that  incident,  which  he  and  his  friends 
laughed  off. 

He  had  no  recollection  of  Father  Loomis  inviting  him  or  other  altar  boys  to  help 
themselves  to  the  communion  wine.  Father  Loomis  never  touched  him- in  an 
inappropriate  manner  and  or  engaged  in  what  he  would  consider  sexual  innuendo  with 
the  possible  exception  of  the  one  such  incident  in  the  rectory. 


2 


XII  000507 


PRIVILEGED  &  C0tf?E>MNT!4L 


MONSIGNOR  RICHARD  A.  LOOMIS 

.  On  February  12,  2004,  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis,  Pastor,  SS.  Felicitas  and  Peipetua 
' Parish, •  1 1 90  Palomar'.Kd\.  San  Marino.  CA  91108,  was  interviewed  b ^Redacted  ^0  • 

.  idenrified'Mmself  as  a  °  v  —  ,  retained  by  the  Clejgy  Misconduct  _  . 

Oversight  Board  of  the  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles  to  conduct  an  investigation  into  an  . 

'  allegation  b]REDACTED      that  he  (Loomis)  sexually  molested  him  while  he  was  a-  • 
student  at  Pater  Nostey  High  School  in  im-^^^^^^v^^&m^ar  .  ■ 
.interview  was  Monsignor  Lborriis!  attorneyREDACTED  radREDACTED 

'  REDACTED 

REDACTED  indicated  at  the  outset  of  the  interview  that  Monsignor  Loomis  was  more 
for  the  idea  of -agreeing'  to  participate  in  this  meeting  than  he  as  heREDACTED  felt  there  was  • 
'  little  to'  be  gained,  by  Ma  allowtng.his  client  to  answerREDACTED  questions  concerning 
.this  matter.'  With'  that  iti  mind,  he  reserved  the  right  to  terminate  the  questioning  at  any ; 

'  '  time  or  advise  Monsignor-  Loomis  not  to  answer  certain  questions.  On  the  other  hand,  he 

•  was  interested-  fa knowing  what  red  acted  jjad  turned  up  in  the  way  of  information  on 
this  case  from  Ms.  investigation.  Monsignor  Loomis  interjected  that  he  was  concerned 
about  providing-  mformation'that  might  be  used  against  him  from  a  personal  liability  • 

'.  standpoint,-  b'iit  wo'uldanswer  questions  with  that  in  mind 

.  '  -  r        ,     •         '  ■  .  ■  REDACTED 

Thereafter;  Monsignor  Loomis  furnished  the  following  information  in  response-to 
REDACTED 

REDACTED  -mi^d  n^tnher  17. 2003: 

■He  was  ^ith'the  Brothers  of  Sit,  Patrick  Order  and  known  as  "Brother  Becker"  when  he 
■  began'teaching  at  Pater.Noster  High  School  ra-September  1971  after  earning  bis  Bachelor  • 
of  Arts  degree  at  UCLA  that  same  year.  He  was  the  dean  of  discipline  at  PatefNpster  •  • 
High  School' wMch  took  up'  about  half  his  time.  He  also  taught  language  arts  .an4  music 
'■  appreciation.;''  '  •    ' .  ' 

•  Thenam<REDACTED  as  a  student  at  Pater  Noster  High  School  was  4W- familiar"  to 
'•■  him:  After  viewing  a  ph6to  of  sophomorREDACTED  in  the  1972  Pater  ftoster.High- 
:  '  School  yearbook  displayed  to  him  byREDACTED  Monsignor  Loomis -stated,  '.'He  looks  ■ 

.'  vaguely  familiar.'*!  He  didnot  recall  having"^"0    in  any  of  his  classes  or  his  being  the 
subject  ofdisciplmary  action;- ' 

In  response  t0'REDACTED  qUestion  to  him  as  to  the  validity  of REDACTED  allegation  mat 
he  had  molested.him,  Monsignor  Loomis  calmly  and  assuredly  stated,  "Never  happened.". 

'  He'knevREDACTED  as  apriest  at  nearby  Holy  Trinity  Elementary  School, 

REDACTED  attended. school  activities  at  Pater  Npster  High  School  and  he  (Loomis) 
'  and  other  bothers  from  Pater  Noster  High  School  attended  mass  at  Holy  Trinity  Church. 

..  HearidREDACTED       id  not  have  apersonal  or  social  relationship,  '  .  '  .  ;  . 
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•  Interview  of 'Msgr.  Richard laomis- Continued 

PRIVILEGED  &  CONFIDENTIAL 

His  best  fiends  at  Pater.Noster  High  School  were  REDACTED 
REDACTED  andREDACTED  a  lay  teacher  who  later  became  a 

brother.     '  •     '  •:  .  , 

He  left  the  Brothers'pf  St.  Patrick  Order  after,  the.  spring  semester  of  1972  and  entered  St. 
■  John  Semmaryhi  the  fall  of  1.972.  . 

He  lived  with  his  parents  at  their  home  hi  Pacific  Palisades  during  summer  breaks  while 

•  he  was  in  the  seminary.  He  used  his  mother's  red  Ford  Falcon  station  wagon  when  he 

•  was  in  the  seminary  and  during  the  slimmer  breaks  when  he  lived  at  home.  He  has  never 
owned  o.r  used  a  white  compact  car. 

•  He  cleaned  windows  and  did  gardening  work  and  other  chores  at  Corpus  Christi  Parish  • 
and  school  during  his  slimmer  breaks  from  the  seminary.  He  also  helped  the  Sisters  of 

.  Social'Services  in'dowritdwn  Los  Angeles  with  their  summer  camps  for  kids,  which 
included,  swimming  pool  outings.  He  always  drove  to  such  functions  on  his  own  and 
•'  never  .took  anyone  with  him. 
REDACTED  ' 

•  He  taught  a  bible  class  on  ihe  Gospel  of  St.  Mark  at  Corpus  Christi  Parish  while  he  was  a 
seminarian,  but  did  notrecall  anyone  in  that  class  riamedREDACTED  The  dnlyREDACTED 

'   he  knows  is  was  a  priest  with  the  same  last  name. 

REDACTED  ' 


'  UCLA  graduate   ,  . — ,  —  -.- - 

•  .Corp.ua  Christi  Parish  in.the  summer  of  1974  and  accompanied  him  to  a  swimming  pool ' 
'  •  outing  for  a  group  o.f  Hispanic  kids  at  a  public  park.  According  toREDACTEDr  Looirds  made 

'  an  inappropriate  comment  about  the.boy  swjbcnxners  in  their  tight  swim  siiita  to  the  effect 

•  that,  "They  have  erections  (tit  hard-ons)  and  don't  even  know  it."R  E  D  ACTE  D 
REDACTED 


.  '  ■  REDACTED    ■.        *      •  , 

Monsignor  Loomis  then  asked  Monsignof  Cox  if  .this  was  the  sam  that  had  called 
the  Archdiocese  two  years-  ago  about  a  similar  incident  involving  something  he  had 

,'  allegedly  said^aboutsdine.altar  hoys  in  swim  suits.  Monsignor  Cox  indicated  it  was  the 
■same  .person and  the  same  complaint,  but  there  was  some  confusion  about  the  details.qf 
tire  incident;  Monsignor  Loomis  then  commented  that  he  thought  that  matter  had  been 

'  resolved  as  unfounded;'  •   .  .■ 
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Interview  of  M$gr.  Richard Loomis-  Continued 
PRIVILEGED  &  CONFIDENTIAL- 

i  cu  i^tejjaot^d.  to  express  his  concern  that  the  line  of  questioning  was  outside  ' 

•  -the' purview  of  the  interview  as  it  concerned  the  REDA^TED  complaint  and  he  was-  ■• 
uncomfortable  with  his  client  answering  questions  about  new  allegations  the  two  of  them  ■ 
Had  not  previously  discussed  REDACTED  explained  that  inasmuch  asREDACTED 
attorney  had  not  mad  available  to  be  interviewed  concerning  the  '^^g^-^  • 

,  allegation,  .he  had  eonducted'other  investigation  to  coxr^p"*° ■rz.^fr'imA  the 
■  -allegation  which  led  to.hi's  contacting  and-  interviewing t  u AU  1  b  u  and  others.  -Mr. 
REDACTEDgtated  he  was  reluctant  to  go  down  the  path  of  covering  new  allegations  in  the'  ■ 
'  interview  and  would  advise'his  client  not  to  answer  any  further  questions  without  his  ■ 
'  concurrence!  '.,'_' 

^REDACTED        reabrt  offondlitut  incidents  during  the  summer  of 1974: 

ivlonsignor Loomis  readily  responded  t0REDACTED   question  as  to  whether  he  was' 

•  familiar 'with  theRSDACTED     family  at  Corpus  Christi  Parish  and  school,  aad.ia 

.■  particular  whether  he  knewREDACTED  .  SonR.E°A£TED,  bv  statine.  "Yes,  I  knew  the  • 
'  .whole  family."  He  indicated'  he  was  very  familiar  with  theREDACTED   and  their 
children.  ,■   .•'    ■  . 

REDACTED'  \    .  '  REDACTED 

informed  Monsignor  Loomis  and  his  attorney  that  he  had  interviewed 
redacted  jy^p.-jQ^      that  Richard  Loomis,  who  was  a  seminarian  at  the  time,  had  , 
fondled  him  an  three  or  font  occasions  duringjie  summer,  of  1974  when  he  waslQ'  years . 
of  age, '  According  toREDACTED  who  is  now     years  of  age,  the  fondling  incidents'  took  • 
' ' .  place  in  a  room  at  Loomis'  parents*  home  in  Pacific  Palisades  where  Richard  Loomis  had  • 
takenhim  to  use  the  swimming  pool  thereREDACTEDreported  the  last  f6ndling.incident  to 
,  his  mother  and  she  iand'  his  father  complained  to  a  parish  priest  about  the  matter;  after .  ■ 
.  which  Richard  Loomis  left  Ms  summer  assignment  at  the  parish  to  return  to  the  seminary'. 

redacted     i  jjtfeg'ected;  stating  this  was  entirely  new  information  and  advising  that  he 
wantcd  'td  meet  'with  his  client  privately  before  he  would  allow  him  to  answer  any  more 
.    questions. REDACTED  and  Monsignor  Loomis  then.  ieftREDACTED    office  and  held  a 
'  brief  private  discussion  in  another  office  before  returning  to  resume  the.mtemewimder 

•  limiting  conditions  :that  iuvolvedREDACTED  answering  any  further  questions  on  behalf  of . 
his  client  !  .  • 

redacted  ..     . :  •  ,  redacted  . 

,  speaking  for  Monsignor  Loomis,  stated,  "Richard  knows  the 
•  family.  HeknowsREDACTED       He  denies  any  misconduct," . 

Monsignof  Loomis  interjected  that  he  has  seen  and  spoken  withREDACTED  on 
.  several  occasions  since  1974  .and  "she  has  never  shown  any  animosity  toward  me.'-'  She  ■ 
.  has  come  up  to  himon,  such  occasions  to  say  hello  or  ask  him  how  he  washing.'  No  one  .• 
'at  'Corpus  Christi' Parish  or  from  the  Archdiocese  has  ever  brought  this  matter  up  with  .  . 
bitn-  He  was  never  aware  that  such  an  allegation  had  been  made  against  him-,-.  .  ..  .-•  • 

..redacted.    ±  x.  •  «_  '  ' 
Monsignor  Loomis  concluded  the  interview  writ  by  stating,  1  never  vouched  • 

REDACTED       I  didn't  do  these  things." 
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Interview  o/Msgr.  Richard  Loomte  -  Continued 
•    PRIVILEGED  &  CONTID£NltiL 


Consignor  Loomis  remained  cahn  and  oolite  throughout  the  interview,  but  was 
'noticeably  emotionally  shakehby  theREDACTED  allegation. 

Monsignbr  Cox  concluded  the  meeting  by  informing  Monsignor  Loomis  fcat  the  Clergy  • 
Misconduct/Oversight  Board,  had  recommended  that  he  be  placed  on  administrative  leave' 
and'the  Archdiocese  was*  in  theprdcess  working  ont  the  details  to  implement  that    _  .  ■ 
recommendation;  Monsignor  JLoomis  responded  that  he  had  anticipated  that  happening- 
'  and  because  this  matter'  has^eighed  heavily"  on  him  for  some  time  now,,  he  had  decided 
to'ask.fpr''a.yptantary -leav^  of  absence  pending  its  disposition.  . 
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Claimant  Questionnaire  ^'1%^ 

REDACTED 


XII  000512 


REDACTED 

INTERVIEW  OF  REGARDING  MSGR. 

RICHARD  LOOMIS 

.On  October  18,  2004,  after  properly  identifying  himself  as  a  redacted  ^ 

redacted  foT  the  Archdiocese  of  Los  AngelesREDACTE0  interviewed 

REDACTED       regarding  Ms  association  and  knowledge  of  Msgr.  "Richard 

RFDACTFD 

Loomis.  The  interview  was  conducted  at 

■  REDACTED  in  the  presence  of  the 

,  REDACTED 
attorney  ior 

Vasquez  provided  the  following  identifying  information: 

REDACTED 

.  Name: 
Date  of  Birth: 
Marital  Status: 
Family: 
Education: 
Residence: 
Local  contact:  . 


Occupation: 
Employer: 

redacted 

supplied  the  following  information  regarding  Msgr.  Richard 

•  Loomis: 

■  He  was  a  freshman  at  Pater  Noster  (PN)  High  School  in  1 969  when  he  met 
.  Brother  Beckett  (now  known  as  Msgr.  Richard  Loomis.)  Beckett  was  his 
English  teacher  and  was  also  the  dean  of  discipline.  In  his  capacity  as  dean 
Beckett  sometimes  carried  a  bamboo  cane  to  which  he  assigned  a 
women's  name,  possibly  Elizabeth.  He  would  tell  the  students  mat  if  they 
violated  any  regulations  they  would  have  to  deal  with  Elizabeth.  Very  early 
in.  his  freshman  yeaiREDACTED  violated  a  rule  which  he  cannot  now  recall 

•  and  was  ordered  into  Beckett's  office.  Beckett  told  him  to  drop  his  trousers, 
not  his  underwear,  bend  over  and  touch  his  toes.  Beckett  then  swung 

the  cane  and  stopped  short,  causing  torment  and  then  swung  again  and  hit  . 
him  on  the  buttocks.  Even  at  his  young  age  at  the  time,  he  thought  it 
strange  that  he  was  ordered  to  drop  his  pants  before  being  hit  with  the  cane. 


However,  he  heard  from  other  students,  who  he  cannot  identity  that  this  was 
Beckett's  normal  practice. 


Soon  after  being  disciplined  by  Beckett  as  described  above,  another 
freshman  student  and  his  neighborREDACTED    told  him  that  he  found  a 
good  place  on  campus  to  smoke  cigarettes.  He  followed  and  was 

surprised  when  they  entered  Beckett's  classroom  which  was  empty  except 
for  Beckett. REDACTED  told  him  that  Beckett  allowed  him  to  smoke 
in  the  room.  He  ancKEDACTED  continued  to  smoke  in  Beckett's  classroom  the 
remainder. of  their  freshman  year.  Sometimes  Beckett  was  present  and  many 
times  he  was  not.  He  believes,  but  is  not  certain  that  Beckett  would 
sometimes  smoke  also.  As  smoking  was  a  major  breech  of  school 
regulationsREDACTED  was  always  nervous  and  confused  that  Beckett, 
the  Dean  of  Discipline  allowed  him  to  smoke  on  campus  in  Beckett's 
classroom. 

REDACTED 

About  this  same  time  vvho  knew  he  deserved  a  grade,  of  "C"  on 

English  assignments  started  receiving  "A's"  from  Beckett  and  soon  realized 
Beckett  was  favoring  him  but  could  not  understand  whv.  Manv  times  while 
walking  in  the  hallways  Beckett  had  his  arm  aroundREDACTED   shoulder  but 
redacted  t^ght  Beckett  was  just  being  friendly.  Later  in  his  first 
semester  at  PN  during  a  school  day.  at  a  time  when  there  were  no  other 
people  in  the  hallway REDACTED  and  Beckett  exited  Beckett's,  classroom 
together,  possibly  after  smoking.  While  walking  down  the  hallway  with 
his  arm  aroundREDACTED  Beckett  stopped,  turned  towards  him  and  said  "Do 
you  know  what  you  do  to  me"?  Beckett  then  put  Vasauez^s  hand  on  the 
outside  of  Beckett's  habitRnntonEof  his  penis,  which      KtUAgg}4  feel  was 
erect.  Beckett  then  kissed  on  the  mouth  and  told       _     that  he 

loved  himREDACTED  was  asked  byREDACTED  if  he  smelted  alcohol  on  Beckett's 
breath  and  replied  he  did  not  smell  alcohol  but  will  never  forget  the  "smell 
of  morning  coffee"  onBeckett's  breathREDACJED  was  shocked  and 
embarrass^  and  walked  away  from  Beckett.  He  believes  he  may  have  told 
his  friendREDACTED    about  the  incident  but  is  unsure.  He  has  a  vague 
recollection  that  he  may  have  mentioned  it  tcREDACTED      but  is  certain 
that  he  did  not  tell  anyone  else  what  happened  for  several  years.  He  said 
that  he  hadknownREDACTED  since  grade  school  and  became  his  "protector" 
•at  PN  asREDACTED  even  though  he  was  very  tall,  was  somewhat  effeminate 

O.I.J.X-I   <xi_  redacted       ~  O  J  prr, ApTCr, 

and  was  teased  by  other  boys.  During  his  freshman  yearKtUAU  tu  was 
severely  beaten  by  another  studemREDACTED    Based  on  the  fact  that 
redacted  yag  ^  person  ^frj  invited  him  to  smoke  in  Beckett's  classroom, 
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REDACTED 

he  believes  that  and  Beckett  had  some  type  of  friendship  or 

relationship,  in  recent  years  he  has  attempted  to  discuss  the  PN  years, 
including  smoking  in  Beckett's  classroom  witr.REDACTED  who  states  he  has 
little  or  no  recall  of  the  incidents  which  occurred  there. REDACTED  \s  REDACTED 

REDACTED     and  now  lives  inREDACTED     CA.  His  telephone  number  is 

REDACTED 

For  the  remainder  of  his  freshman  year  and  the  portion  of  his  sophomore 
year  at  pn:redacted  did  everything  he  could  to  avoid  Beckett,  including 
cutting  classes  and  ditching  school.  He  finally  told  his  parents  that  he  did  not 
want  to  attend.  PN  but  did  not  tell  them  it  was  because  he  wanted  to  stay 
away  from  Beckett.  He  was  afraid  to  tell  his  parents  of  the  abuse  because 
they  would  have  been  upset  and  possibly  disappointed  in  him.  They  allowed 
him  to  transfer  to  Marshall  public  high  school  which  he  attended  for  less 
•  than  a  year  and  then  went  to  Bellarrnine  Jefferson  (BJ)  catholic  high  school 
for  less  than  three  months  where  he  met  the  person  who  is  now  his  wife, 
redacted  ge  goon  ^  gj^  ^  not  receive  a        school  diploma  and  later 

obtained  a  GED.  Early  in  their  relationship  he  told        of  his  sexual  abuse 

_      ,  TT  1  REDACTED  •    j  •  REDACTED 

by  Beckett.  He  and        were  married  ir 

The  issue  was  discussed  infrequently  between  them  in  the  ensuing  years  as 
they  went  on  with  their  lives  and  became  active  in  St.  Elizabeth  Parish  in 
Van  Nuys.REDACTED  was  REDACTED  and  they  Were  on  the 

REDACTED  for  the  parish.  In  1993  they  became  close  friends 

withREDACTED  a  St.  John's  seminarian  who  was  assigned  to  their 
parish  and  were  invited  to  his  ordination  as  a  priest  at  St.  Vibiana's  in  1994. 
After  the  ordination  all  the  newly  ordained  priests  were  lined  up  outside  the 
church  standing  next  to  the  pastor  from  their  assigned  parish  to  give  their 

'  first  blessings  to  farrnlvErnembftr,s  and  guests.  AsREDACT_ED  andREDACTED 
approached  the  front'  of  foe  redacted   observed  that  the  priest 

standing  next  tcREDACTED  seemed  vaguely  familiar.  As  he  came  closer  he 
realized  the  priest  was  the  person  he  had  know  as  Brother  Beckett. 

REDACTED  shock  must  have  shown  on  his  face,  because  his  wife  said 
something  to  the  effect  "...  that's  the  one",  orREt\..;giat's  the  one  that 
molested  you."REDACTED  quickly  walked  away  and        went  on  to.receive 

REDACTED  blessing.  Very  «>»nn  thereafter,  possibly  at  the.  celebration  after 
the  ordinationREDACTED  told  that  the  priest  standing  next  to  him  after, 

his  ordination  sexually  molestecREDACTED    at  PN  high  school.  REDACTED 
identified  the  priest  as  Fr.  Richard  Loomis.  Either  later  that  evening  or  in 
the  next  few  daysREDACTED       ancREDACTED  met  andREDACTED  related  his  ' 
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REDACTED  ■  ' 

story  regarding  Beckett,  identified  to  him  by  as  Loomis.  He  cannot 

REDACTED 

recall  all  the  details  of  the  discussion,  but  remembers  thai  was  not 

surprised  and  may  have  had  the  suspicion  Loomis  had  done  this  to  other 

'  REDACTED  ' 

boys.  He  cannot  recall  il  told  him  to  report  the  incident  to  church 

authorities. 

Within  the  current  year  (2004)  exact  date  unrecalledREDACTED  was  working 
on  the  roof  of  his  home  and  observed  drive  by  and  stop.  He  came 

down  and  thev  had  a  brief  discussionREDACTED  stated  that  he  had  discussed 
whatREDACTED  had  told  him  about  Loomis  with  a  group  of  priests  which  he 
described  as  a  peer  group,  but  did  not  go  into  the  details  of  the  discussion. 
redacted  aiso  to^  ^m      ke      ^QQn  interviewed  by  a  private  investigator 

but  again  did  not  say  what  was  discussed. 

In  2002  he  saw  a  newspaper  article  regarding  a  ftiend,REDACTED  ,  who 
brought  suite  against  a  priest  for  sexual  abuse.  He  then  contacted  SNAP  and 
was  directed  to  the  law  firm  and  later  filed  a  suit  for  his  sexual  abuse.  He 
does  not  believe  that  he  would  have  ever  pursued  the  issue  if  he  had  not  seen 
Beckett/Loomis  aREDACTED  ordination., 

The  Claimant  Questionnaire  submitted'  earlier .  ^redacted  ^^ed  the 
following  quote  on  page  3,  paragraph  C:  "Beckett  put  his  mouth  on  my 
mouth,  put  his  hand  on  my  penis,  had  an  erection,  touched  my  genitals,  told 
me  he  loved  me.  This  occurred  over  a  1  Vz  to  2  year  period  while  attending. 
Pater  Noster  High  School." REDACTED  attorneyREDACTED  present 
during  the  interview  stated  that  the  above  quote  is  i^nrrprt  and  that  the  tasD 
regarding  his  abuse  by  Beckett  as  stated  herein  by  _  are  correct 
redacted  state(i  ^  the  1.  %  to  2  year  period  referred  to  in  the  Claimant . 

Questionnaire  was  the  period  that REDACTED  was  associated  with  Beckett  at 

.         ,  *  ~  j.  1  >  j  redacted  .  ,i 

PN  and  was  the  period  that  Beckett  put  his  arm  around  m  the 

h^tL)  ACTED 

hallway  and  favored  him  by  adjusting  his  grades  in  English  class, 
stated  that  the  quote  in  the  Claimant  Questionnaire  on  page  3,  paragraph  D 
i.:  "I  am  aware  others  have  complained  about  both  Beckett  and  -REDACTED 
I  am  not  aware  of  the  details  of  the  abuse  of  these  others"  is  based  on 

*■••«-"•  —  ^  redacted 

newspaper  accounts  and  not  personal  information  oi 
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1  [not  interviewed;  claimant  questionnaire  received  6/29/04,  sworn  12/11/2003): 


*  DOB  =  REDACTED  at  Pater  Noster  from  9/70  to  6/72;  hence  age  window  =  late  1 3  to  1 5 
years,  8  months  old 

*  "Beckett  [sic]  put  his  mouth  on  my  mouth,  put  his  hand  on  my  penis,  had  an  erection, 
touched  my  genitals,  told  me  he  loved  me.  This,  occurred  [approximately  4-6  times]  over 
a  1  lA  to  2  year  period  while  attending  Poter  [sic]  Noster  High.  School." 

*  States  he  hold  his  wife  REDACTED  p>e>>  c>  5  yrs>  before  marriage]  about  acts  of 
redacted    t md  3^3^.  a]so  to^  his  friendRE  DACTE  D  a  "number  of  years 

ago 

*  Has  been  told  by  his  attorne:REDACTED  .)  that  "Beckett ...  is  alleged  to  have  abused  at 
least  3  different  children.  Others  who  attended  Pater  Noster  remember  Beckett  allowing 
boys  to  sperid  time  with  him  in  his  class  room  or  office  smoking.  Others  who  had 
exposure  to  REDACTED  from  Holy  Trinity  parish  remember  feeling  that  Beckett  was 
similar  t0REDACTED   and  that  they  should  stay  away  from  him.  Investigations  have 
revealed  that  Loomis  throughout  his  career  has  maintained  overly  physical/sexual  • 
relations  with  young  boys  and  men,  and  that  church  personnel  at  various  assignments 
have  been  aware  of  boys  and  young  men  spending  the  night  with  Loomis  and  going  on 
extended  trips  alone  with  Loomis." 

REDACTED  REDACTED 

*  first  interview  =  2/13/04;  formal  interview  =  7/30/04)  knew  in  1993 
as  a  seminarian  at  St.  Elizabeth  wherREDACTED                       ,  has  been  a  family 
.friend  since;  about  when  he  was' ordained,  6/4/94,  he  learned  his  first  assignment  would 
be  at  St.  Anthony  in  Oxnard  where  Loomis  was  pastor.  In  this  contexREDACTEDtold  him 
Loomis  had  done  something  of  asexual  nature  to  Gary  in  high  school,  and  he  was  going 
to  tellREDACTED  about  it.  Late/™0™  told  him  that  Loomis  "grabbed  his  crotch"  in  a 
classmnm  fthe  classroom  Dart  may  have  beeiREDACTED  pictorial  imagination  and  not 
whatREDACTEDsaid).  REDACTEDadvised  him  to  think  about  counseling  if  he  was  troubled 
b.v  the  incident;  no  subsequent  discussion  of  incident.  He  did  not  report  matter  to  anyone; 

REDACTED  ,  .  -  ,  . 

showed  no  intention  of  doing  so . 

*  redacted ^  noj.  0bserve  anything  untoward  about  Loomis'  interest  in  relationship  with 

minors.  He  did  think  it  was  inappropriate  that  Loomis  allowed  a  20-yr-old  dropout 
seminarian  to  room  for  2  months  at  the  parish  center,  spend  time  together  during  the  day 
and  go  away  together  on  weekends. 


.  .Interviews  I- Continued 

•    ,■    '  .  •      •   •    ....  privileged  &  comrnsmiAL 

■  Loomis  picked  hhn  up  ia  hi?  caf  a*  ^REDACTED  ?arentsJ  hojne  0n        feeQ  ^  fQur 
occasions  and.  drove  him  bacfcJtoSnua  a  couple  of  hours  liter,  His  parents  wets  apparently 

,  ndt.;coneerned  that  he  was  going  to  Loomis*  parents'  home  to  use  their  swimming-pool. 

■  They; probably _aasuraed  thd  other  Mds  and  adults  would  also  be  there. 

The  first'time  he  went  to  toqinls's  parents5  home  tip  swim  in  their  pool,  he  was  changing 
,  into  his  swim  miiis,  a  f  coin  in  the  house  when  loomis  entered  the-room  aad  began  ° 
■  ;fondUng  his 'genitals.  He  did  not  resist  and  Loomis  didiot  proceed  past  the  fondling 

stage.  ;He.iheh  w$at  'swihiinmg  for  an  hour  or  so  and  returned  to,  the  same  room  to  • 
.  "-change  back,  into' his  street-clothes.  Loomis  again  entered  the  room  and  fondled  him  as 

he  had  done  earlier.  Loomis  then  drove  hira  home. 

He  knew  what  Lcbmis  was  doing  to  him  was  "wrong"  and  that  played  on  his  mind 
'.  afterwards.  However,  he  was  too  young  to  deal  with  tha- situation  at  the  time  and " 
.  aeceptedXoomis'  invitations  to  swim  in  his  parents'  poolbn  two  or  three  more  occasions 
.  after.that,  H«  was  "just  a  kid'that  wanted  to  go  swinttning5'  and  Loomis  accommodated  • 
_  him  by  inviting  him- to  use  his  parents'  pool  Loomis  fondled  mm  while  he  was  changing 
inland  out  of  hi?  swim.smton  every  such  occasion.  In  each  case,  it  was  a  brief  fondling  ■ 
episode  that  did-not  go  beyond  that  .  "'  - 

•The  wrongness  of  what}Lobmis;was  dcing  to  him  built-up  on  his  conscience  to  .a  point  ■■ 
.  fhat'he  told  Loomis  he  didnotwnnt  Co  go:  twhmin§,  at  Ms  parents'  pool  anymore,  and  ". 
that  was  the  'end  of  it.  He  avoided  Loomis  after  that. 

Noting  after  he  stepped  going  to  the  Loomis  home  to  use  their  swimming  pool,  he  told 
his  mother  what  Loomis  had  done  to  him  when  the  two  of  them  were  alone  in  his  parent?1 
heme,  He  had  some  recollection  that  Hs  mother  told  his  father  about  what  had  happened  ■ 
wim-DjoridSjaa'dhisparents  apparently  reported  the  matter  to  the  pastor  or  assistant- 
pasfor  of  .Corpus  CrhdstvPadsh  because  -Richard  Loomis  "suddenly  disappeared"  '.from  the  • 
'.parish  and  .school  Kid  that-was  the  last  he  ever  saw  of  him.  •-. 

.He  put  the  fondling  incidents  behind  him  shortly  thereafter  arid  has  never  had  any  .serious 
inner  turmoil"  or  psychological  problems  as  a  result  of  what  Richard  Loomis  did  to  him  on 
•ftose  three  'or  foln;  occasions-.  Heput.it  behind'him  as  something  that  happened  to  him-as 
■a  kid;  and  mbved  on  with  his  life!  It-would  concern  him,  however,  to  Jcnow  that  Richard  ' 
.  Loomis.  may  have  been-  a  repeat  Offender  with  other  boys'  like  himself  and  subsequently  .• 
•  reached  a  high-level  ra  the  Catholic  .Church. 


PRIVILEGE  &  CONFIDENTIAL 


REDACTED 

(Addendum  to  previous  interview  report) 

On  February  9, 2004REDACTED       REDACTED        telephonically  re-contacted 
REDACTED  to  ask  Mm  some  follow-up  questions  concerning  himself  and  the 

■  information  he  furnished  on  February  6, 2004  when  he  stated  that  Richard  Loomis 
fondled  him  on  three  or  four  occasions  in  1974  after  inviting  him  to  swim  in, the  pool  at 
his  (Loomis')  parents'  home  in  Pacific  Palisades. 

•  He  is     years  of  age,  married  and  has  a  sorR,™CTED.  and  a  daughter.RE°ACTED  Se  attended 
Loyola  High  School  and  Loyola-Marymount  University.  His  father  was  a  Loyola- 
Marymount  graduate  and  his  uncle  was  a  Jesuit  priest.  He  has  many  friends  who  are 
priests  and  values  their  friendship.  He  has  never  let  Richard  Loomis'  misconduct  in  this 
regard  affect  his  high  regard  for  the  many  good  priests  he  has  known  and  befriended 
since'that  happened.  '• 

He  has  been  REDACTED  He  has  never  been  arrested  for  anything.  He  has 

never  experienced  any  emotional  or  psychological  problems  as  a  result  of  being  molested 
by  Richard  Loomis. 

He  had  no  recollection  of  Richard  Loomis  ever  changing  into  a  swim  suit  or  joining  him 
in  the  swimming  pool  while  he  swam  alone:  He  had  no  recollection  of  Loomis  ever 
disrobing  or  exposing  himself  when  he  fondled  him  ashe  was  changing  into  his  swim 
suit  and  later  back  into  his  street  clothes,  .  .  • 

He  did  not'know  if  any  .of  the  other  students  at  Corpus  Christi  grade  school  in  Pacific 
Palisades  were  molested  by  Richard  Loomis.  He  had  no  recollection  of  anyone 
mentioning  anything  like  that  to  him.  He  was  much  more  friendly  and  outgoing  than  the 
other  boys  at  the  school  and  Loomis  may  have  been  attracted  to  him  for  that  reason.  He 
is  still  close  with  many  of  his  schoolmates  from  Corpus  Christi  grade  school,  but  would 
be  reluctant  to  ask  them  about  that  because  it  would  mean  revealing  to  his  friends  what 
Richard  Loomis  did  to  him. 

redacted  expregse(i  ^  gatisfaction  that  something  was  finally  being  done  about  Richard 
Loomis  at  this  time  because  he  has  wondered  in  the  past  if  Loomis  had  molested  other 
Idds  after  he  was  sexually  abused  by  him  in  1974. 


REDACTED 

'first  interviewed  2/6/04;  formal  interview,  9/7/2004): 

REDACTED 

*   DOB  =  alleged  incidents  dirring  summer  1 974;  hence  age  window  =  9  years,  8 

'  to  10  months  old 


,.     REDACTED  ,    _  x  n     A  •  •,  ,n 

It  was     _  ,  who  first  repc^^A£f  g^^ged  victim;  was  associate  at  Corpus 

Christi  while  Loomis  was  a  seminarian;  i  parents  told  birn  that  Loomis  had 

fondled  or  groped  their  son;  as  the  summer  (1974)  was  almost  over,  bis  presence  at  the 

parish  ended  without  REDACTEDhaving  to  say  anything  to  him  about  it 

^redacted    became  ^  ^  secon<|  grade  and  subsequently  came  to  know  Loomis; 

parents  were  very  active  in  the  narisb  -  -nriests  frequent  guests  ajREDACTED  home;  kids  at 
school  liked  Loomis,  who  gave  more  attention  than  other  kids;  during  the 

summer  after  completing  4th  grade,  on  3  or  4  (at  least  2,  no  more  than  4)  occasions  and 
responding  to  Loomis'  invitation,  he  went  to  Loomis  home  to  use  their  swimming  pool; 
each  time  he  disrobed  before  and  after  swimming,  Loomis  fondled  his  .genitals  - 
redacted  was  j^g^.  nothing  more  than  that  happened;  whil<REDACTED  swam,  Loomis 
stayed  out  of  the  pool  -  they  just  talked;  finally  the  wrongness  of  the  acts  builtup  on  his 
conscience. and  he  stopped  going 

*  REDACTED        ^s  mother  what  Loomis  haddone  to  him;  she  told  his  father.  He  supposes 

they  reported  the  matter  to  the  pastor  .or  assistant  pastor  as  Loomis  "suddenly 
disappeared"  from  the  parish  and  school : 

*  Around  the  campus  at  Corpus  Christi  (school,  and  church),  Loomis  wore  clerics,  but  not 
when  he  would  piciREDACTED  up-  in  his  car  to  go  swimming 

*  REDACTED  only  saw  him'  one  other  time  since,  at  a  Mass,  while  he  was  a  teenager;  they 

said  hello,  L  was  very  cordial,  that  was  about  it,  M  was  uncornfbrtable  and  walked  away  • 

^redacted    was  exacted  by  -^j^CTED^" wk°  as^e(i  if  &.eller  could  sneak  to  him;  at 
first  he  said  no;  then  he  asked  what  wanted  him  to  do:REDACTED  told  Mm  he 

would  like  him  to  talk  to  Keller  but  he  didn't  have  to  if  he  didn't  want  to;  so  redacted 
agreed  to  talk  to  Keller 

* 

*  When  apprised  that  Loomis  denies  the  incidents  ever  happened,REDACTED  stated;  "There 
is  no  doubt  in  my  mind  that  it  happened.  I  just  don't  feel  it  to  be  a  big  deal  in  my  life  at 
this  time  and  so  I'm  over  it.  But  I  remember  how  I  felt  when  I  heard  he  was  a 
Monsignor,  and  he  was  doing  all  these  wonderful  things,  and  I  just  had  this  little  feeling 
going . . .  ugh.  You  know,  that's  not  the  right  guy  to  be  in  that  position.  But  I  never  felt 
like,  trying  to  bring  him  down.  Or  anything  like  that.  I  just  moved  past  it." 

*  His  mothe]REDACTED  (interviewed  3/30/04)  confirms  tha1REDACTED  told  her  about.the ' 
fondling;  she  had. pretty  much  forgotten  the  matter  until  her  son  called  her  to  say  that 

redacted  woui<|  }yQ  calling  her;  in  general,  her  memory  is  now  pretty  vague 


MEMORANDUM 

September  7, 2004 


REDACTED 

FROM: . 
TO: 

RE:  Interview  witbREDACTED  concerning  his  relationship 

with  Richard  Loomis. 


Present" 

REDACTED 


REDACTED 

REDACTED       show  us  some  form  of  identification.  ;.D  redacted 

DcnAPTcn  .  REDACTED,  .  „  REDACTED  -A 

Rx_  _ACT1D  .      produced  an  dnvers  hcense  #  with  a  64 

birthdate.) 

Do  we  have  your  permission  to  record  this  session? 

REDACTED 
■Yes 
REDACTED 

Do  you  swear  that  the  testimony  you  are  about  to  give  is  the  truth,  the  whole  truth  and 
nothing  but  the  truth,  so  Help  you  God? 

REDACTED 
Ido. 

REDACTED  ■  REDACTED 

I  will  now  give  you  the  two  pages  ?ave  us  from  his  interview  with  you  and  I 

ask  you  to  please  review  them-  and  make  any  corrections  you  see  necessary. 

(tape  off) 
(tape  on)' 
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REDACTED 

We  are  in  the  conference  room  ^REDACTED 
You  have  read  the  report,  are  there  any  corrections? 

REDACTED        •  ■ 

No. 

REDACTED 

You  would  go  on  oath,  then,  as  to  the  accuracy  of  this  information? 

REDACTED  •  . 

Yes 

REDACTED 

I  do  have  some  follow  up  questions. 

Do  you  recall  if  you  had  more  than  one  convers  ation  witbREDACTED  ? 

REDACTED 

One  conversation  with  all  this  information.  However  he  did  try  to  reach  me  a  few  times, 
told  me  what  was  going  on,  and  said  he  wanted  to  get  my  side  of  the  story. 

REDACTED 

On  the  first  page,  paragraphs,  he  states:  that  "his  father -and  brother  were  Jesuit  trained". 
What  relationship  to  you  precisely?  •■ 

REDACTED 

My  dad  went  to  Loyola  University;  my  brother  went  to  Loyola  High  school.  I  went  to  ■ 
both. 

REDACTED 

Did  your  association  with  Richard  Loomis  begin  when  you  were  in  the  fourth  grade,  to 
the  best  of  your  memory? 

REDACTED 

I  don't  think  it  was  any  earlier  than  that.  And  it  was  a  brief  period  that  he  was  around.  It 
was  kind  of  the  end  of  the  school  year  and  then  the  summer  and  then  he  kind  of 
disappeared.  I  didn't  see  Mm  for  a  long  time.  • 

REDACTED  -  .  . 

To  thebest  of  your  memory  that  was  the  summer  of  1974?  Possibly  the  summer  of  1973? 

REDACTED 

To  the  best  of  my  memory.  I  suppose  there  is  a  possibility  that  it  could  have  been  the  " 
summer  of  1973. 
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REDACTED 

When  you  saw  Loomis  around  what  was  his  usual  attire?  • 

REDACTED 

.  When  he  was  around  campus  at  Corpus  Christi  he  was  wearing  his  clergy  clothes,  black 
with  a  white  collar.  As  best  as  I  can  remember.-  But  not  when  he  came  to  pick  me  up  to 
go  swimming. 

REDACTED 

So  around  the  school  and  around  the  parish  he  tended  to  be  in  clerical  attire? 

REDACTED  "  ' 

Yes 

REDACTED 

Is  that  generally  what  the  priests  in  the  parish  were  doing? 

REDACTED 

Oh,  yes.  •  . 

REDACTED 

So  even  though  he  wasf  not  arpriest  atthat  time  he  was  wearing  the  clerical  attire? 

REDACTED 

I  never  knew  that  until  somebody  told  me. 

REDACTED 

In  fact  he  did  tend  to  be  around  several  summers,  as  you  have  alluded  to,  and  that's 
where  his  folks  lived.' And  there  were  other  times  of  the  year,  holidays,  Christmas  and 
Easter,  that  type  of  thing.  Did  you  tend  to  be  an  altar  server  for  several  years? 

■REDACTED 

Oh,  yeah. 

REDACTED  '  '  '      -  .  ■ 

So  there  were  other  times  you  would  have  seen  him? 

,  REDACTED 

The  only  other  time  I  saw  him  I  was  a  teenager  and  he  was  doing  a  Mass  there  and  he  had 
moved  up  in  church  management  or  however  you  phrase  that.  And  we  said  hi  to  each 
other  and  he  was  very  cordial  and  that  was  about  it.  I  was..uncomfortable  and  just  kind  of 
walked  away.  I  think  that  was  the  only  other  time  I  saw  him. ' 

REDACTED 

Was  Loomis  involved  with  kids  at  the  school?  Was  there  any  reason  for  him  to  be  at  the 
school? 


REDACTED 


You  know  I  don't  really  remember  but  he  had  to  be  around  all  the  kids  when  they  were  . 
out  at  recess.  Probably  helping  in  some  way.  But  I  think  he  was  just  hanging  around. 

REDACTED 

What  is  behind  part  of  my  question  is  the  fact  that  he  himself  was  at  the  seminary  at  the 
time.  He  would  only  have  been  around  during  the  summer  period  and  holidays.  Did  the 
parish  school  go  into  a  couple  of  weeks  in  June?  . 

REDACTED 

Yes  it  did. 

REDACTED 

You  indicate  that  you  were  in  the  fourth  grade  in  the  summer  of  1974.  Were  you  going 
into  fourth  grade  or  did  you  just  complete  it? 

REDACTED 

I  would  have  completed  the  fourth  grade. 

REDACTED 

Do  you  recall  the  setting  in;which  he  extended- the.  invitation  to  you  to  use  his  family's 
swimming  pool?. 

REDACTED 

You  know,  I  don't  recall. .  It  could  have  been'  a  phone  call  to  the  house,  because  my  mom 
knewLoomis'  parents  and  she  worked  at  the  school  sometimes.  So  she, probably  knew 
Richard.  I  just  remember  that  it  was  always  an  invitation  where  other  kids  were  coming. 
I  wouldn't  have  cared  ijhhey  weren't.  That's'how  the  invitation  came.'  But  he  always  got 
permission  from  my  mom. 

REDACTED 

You  indicate  that  you  lived  less  than  a  mile  away  from  his  folks.  Was  there  any 
possibility  that  you  would  walk  over  to  the  place? 

REDACTED  _ 

I  could  have  walked  there. 

REDACTED 

But  he  came  a  picked  you  up  in  a  car? 

REDACTED  .  • 

'  I  remember  that  But  I  can't  say  that  every  time  I  went  there  hapicked  me  up.  But  I'm 
pretty  sure  he  did, 


REDACTED 


On  this  first  occasion  that  you  went  there  you  indicated  that  you  went  into  another  room 
in  the  house  to  change.  When  he  entered  the  room,  how  did  he  initiate  the  fondling? 

REDACTED  .  ' 

My  recollection  is  that  he  came  in  to  change  into  his  shorts  too.  And  I  was  just  naked 
putting  my  shorts  on,  and  he  just  walked  up  with  no  announcement  of  anything,  and 
initiated  it  himself.  And  I  didn't  say  anything. 

REDACTED 

So  this  is  while  you  were  still  naked? 

REDACTED 

Yes. 

REDACTED 

And  he  came  up  to  you  face  to  face? 

REDACTED 

Yes 

REDACTED  •  ' 

And  put  his  hands  on-your  genitals?  ■ 

REDACTED  ■ 

Yes  .  . 

REDACTED  ' 

And  ne  never  said  anything?  . 

REDACTED 

There  wasn't  any  talking.  But,  you  know,  this  is  a  long  time  ago.  Its  just  I  don't 
remember  it  ' 

REDACTED  '  •■ 

Forgive  me  for  pursuing  the  detail,  but  were  his  hands  on  your  genitals  for  a  very  short 
time,  did  it  seem  like  an  extended  time? 

REDACTED 

•  It  didn't  seem  like  an  extended  time.  It  was  a  short  time.  And  there  was  a  pretty  quick 
'get  dressed  and  go  to  the  pool'  after  that. 

REDACTED 

In  touching  you,  did  he  rub  hirnself  against  you? 


REDACTED 


No,  he  never  rubbed  himself  against  me.  And  I  don't  want  to  conceive  something  that  I 
don't  perfectly  remember.  But  I  think  there  was  more  an  initiating  a  fondling  and  then  he 
would  step  back  and  we  would  get  dressed  and  he  would  rub  himself.  That's  kind  of  how 
•    I  recall  it.  And  it  didn't  go  on  for  a  long  time  where  he  was  getting  too  excited.  But  it 
•  was  maybe  a  five  minute  encounter.  I  don't  ever  remember  it  lasting  any  longer  than  that. 

REDACTED 

When  you  say  a  five  minute  encounter  you  mean?- 

REDACTED 

The  whole  thing.  Getting  changed  and  going  through  the  fondling  and  getting  out  to  the 
pool.  So  it  was  a  short  thing.  Since  it  happened  every  time  we  went  to  the  pool  it  made 
me  uncomfortable  enough  that  I  said  something  to  somebody. 

REDACTED 

When  you  were  using  the  pool,  where  was  he? 

REDACTED 

He  never  got  into  the  pool.  He  usually  stood.  I  always  remember  him  standing  on  the 
side  of  the  pool  just  watching  me  swim.  .And  we'd  talk,  and  I  swam. 

'   REDACTED  ■ 

And  there  wasn't  anyihing:that  you  remember,  about -the ..conversation?  . 

REDACTED  ' 

No. 

REDACTED  •  •         '  , 

When  you  finished  swimming  and  returned  to  the  room,  he  accompanied  you  into  the' 
room?  Or  did  he  come  in  later? 

REDACTED  ■  •  ..' 

No,  we'd  go  in  together. 

REDACTED  •  ... 

Again,  he  didn't  say  anything  that  you  recall? 

REDACTED  • 

No,  he  was  just  friendly.  And  I  was  comfortable  with  him.  And  there  would' be  the  same 
'interlude'.  It  would  be  during  the  changing  period. 

REDACTED  •' 

And  so  when  he  touched  you,  it  was  when  you  were  naked? 


REDACTED 

Yes. 

REDACTED 

So  after  you  would  get  out  of  your  swimming  trunks,  you  were  probably  toweling  off. 

REDACTED  -    •  • 

Yes.        .  ■  . 

REDACTED 

And  then  he  drove  you  home? 

REDACTED 

Yes  ' 

REDACTED 

Do  you  remember  if  there  was  any  ldnd  of  conversation  in  the  car? 

REDACTED 

No.  Nothing  that  I  remember.  Nothing  that  was  that  elaborate  that  was  taking  the 
fondling  to. another  level. 

REDACTED     "  •  " 

Did  he  ever  tell  you  not  to  tell  anyone?  • 

REDACTED 

No,  I  don't  recall  him  ever  saying  that.  That  doesn't  ring  any  bell. 

REDACTED 

You  indicated  that  happened  maybe  three  or  four  times  altogether? 

REDACTED  ,• 

OK. 

REDACTED .  ,  ' 

At  least  two  times?  Or  more  times  after  that? 

REDACTED  '  ' 

At  least  two,  I'd  say  was  a  fair  statement.  It  happened  more  than  once.  Not  more  than 
four.  I  can't  really  remember.  But  it  definitely  ended  because  at  some  point  I  said 
something  about  it  ,' 

REDACTED 

The  subsequent  incidents,  were  they  exactly  the  same  kind? 


REDACTED 


Yes,  they  were  same  thing  every  time.  It  never  was  more  or  less.  But  it  was  always  just 
me. 

REDACTED 

Do  you  recall  the  setting  in  which  you  told  him  you  no  longer  wanted  to  go  swimming? 

REDACTED 

I  don't  think  I  said  that.  And  there  was  no  setting.  I  was  dropped  off,  or  walked  home.  I 
could  have  walked  home  once  or  twice.  I  walked  that  way  everyday  to  the  beach.  I  just 
didn't  see  him  again.  Once  I  had  told  my  mom,  and  my  dad  found  out.  Which  I  found  out 
this  year,  that  they  went  and  did  something  about  it  or  told  somebody.  But  after  that  I 
never  saw  him  again.  Never  saw  him  around  school.  Never- came  around,  never  called. 

REDACTED 

What  is  in  Keller's  report  is  that  (page  2,  §4)  "the  wrongness  of  what  Loomis  was  doing 
to  him  built  up  on  his  conscience  to  a  point  that  he  told  Loomis  he  did  not  want  to  go 
swimming  at  his  parents'  pool  anymore". 

REDACTED 

'  I  don't  rememheT  saying  anything  to  him.  I  just  remember  saying  something  to  my  mom. 
And  then  he  disappeared, 

REDACTED  ' 

Do  you  remember  what  you  told  your  mother? 

REDACTED 

I  don't  remember  exactly  what  I  told  her,  but  I'm  sure  I  just  said 'he's  touching  me, 
.  mom,  and  nobody  else  is  there!  '■ 

REDACTED 

Do  you  remember  the  setting  in  which  you  would  have  told  your  mother? 

REDACTED 

Probably  in  the  kitchen.  Where,  everything  happened  in  our  family.  Knowing  me,  and  as  a 
kid,  it  was  probably  very  matter  of  fact,  and  I  said  it  like  it  was  no  big  deal.  She  probably 
took  it  like  it  was  no  big  deal.  But  I'm  sure  that  inside  it  was  a  big  deal — she's  like  that 
And  then  as  soon  as  my  father  found  out,  I'm  sure  the  roof  came  off  the  house.  I  just 
wasn't  around  to  see  it. 

REDACTED       .  ' 

Do  you  recall  whether  you  would  have  told  her  thai  it  happened  more  than  once?  The 
number  of  times  it  happened? 


REDACTED 


Probably  not.  At  that  age  I  probably  wouldn't  have  been  counting,  t  probably  would  have 
j  11st  said  that  it  happened  every  time  we  go  over  there. 


Do  you  know  if  other  family  members  became  a^vay  of  this? 

REDACTED 

I  don't  think  they  did  at  that  time.  But  eventually  my  sisters  probably  knew  something. 
But  my  parents  were  pretty  good  about  not  sharing  everybody's  private  information  with 
one  another  unless  they  thought  it  was  important  to  do  so. 

REDACTED  . 

And  you  never  told  any  of  your  siblings? 

REDACTED 


REDACTED 

Are  you  aware  of  whether  Loomis  had  any  relationship  or  contact  with. any  of  your 
siblings? 

REDACTED  '  • 

I  wouldn't,  be  aware,  of  it.  But  my  .brother  is  twelve  years  older  than  me  so  when  I  was  in 
first  grade  he  was  in  college.  And  the  rest  were  all  girls.  But  I'm  not  aware  of  any ,  . 
relationship  he  had  with  any  of  them. 


REDACTED 

No.  I'm  not  aware  of  it. 

REDACTED 

So  that  the  first  you  became  aware  that  something  was  going  on  was  wherREDACTED 
contacted  you? 

REDACTED  • 

Yes.  Actually,  I  think  there  was  something  in  the  paper  prior  to  that  and  my  mom  told 
me.  And  then  I  heard  froirREDACTED.  Now  it  could  be  the  other  way  around.  That  I  heard 
fronREDACTED  and  then  called  my  mom  and  said;  "guess  what's  up?",  and  then  something, 
came  out  in  the  paper.  But  I  ^ant  to-  say  I'd  heard  something  about  it,  huh,  I  hope  they 
don't  call  me.  • 


REDACTED 


No. 


REDACTED 


Are  you  aware  of  any  relationship  he  had  with  any  other  kids? 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 

(quoting  the  interview  of  page  2,  §5)  "that  his  mother  told  his  father  about  what 

had  happened  with  Loomis,  and  his  parents  apparently  reported  the  matter  to  the  pastor  or 
assistant  pastor"  -  but  you  said  you  weren't  around  to  hear  that  conversation  between 
your  mother  and  your  father? 

REDACTED..  ' 

No-.  I  wasn't  around  to  hear  that  conversation  but  they  came  to  me  afterwards,  my  father, 
and  he  said  'that's  not  right  and  he  said  he  would  take  care  of  it'. 

REDACTED 

And  the  basis  for  you  saying  that  your  parents  apparently  reported  the  matter  to  the  pastor 
or  assistant  pastor  is  because. . .? 

•REDACTED       .  '  ' 

Oh,  I  just  assumed  that's  how  it  happened.  I  think  the  only  reason  that  I  knew  that's  what 
had  happened  is  because  my  mother  told  me  that  way  later.  Probably  this  year.  I  didn't 
know.  I  just  know  I  wasn4t  invited  anymore  and  1  didn't  see  him  anymore. 

REDACTED 

.  Why  are  you  making  this  report  now? 

REDACTED 

The  only  reason  I'm' making:  this  report  is  because  J  was  asked  to.  By  the  church  and  I 
figured  it  needed  to  be  said.  When  a  person,  when  a  priest  gets  to  the  position  he's  gotten 
to  and  there's  issues  with  other  kids. .  ..Maybe  I  was  the  first.  I  don't  really  think  about  it 
much,  but  now  it's  off  my  chest  I  don't  think  about  it  at  all.  But. .  .technically  it  doesn't  - 
seem  like  it  was  that  bad,  but  it  was  inappropriate  enough  that  now  that  I'm  an  adult,  if 
somebody  was  doing  that  to  my  kid,  I  wouldn't  be  too  happy  about  it  But ...  I  have  no 
reason  to  do  this.  I  not  looking  for  legal  compensation,  or  anything.  Somebody  found 
me. 

REDACTED    ■  ,  ,  • 

You  indicated  that  you  were  asked  to  by  the  church.  Please  be  a  little  more  specific  about 
that?  ' 

REDACTED  *  •  ' 

,   .  REDACTED 

Well,  I  was.  contacted  by  .  Erst.  Asking  me  if  it  was  OK  if  contacted 

me.  And  my  initial  response  was  no.  I  don't  want  to  have  anything  to  do  with  it.  And  he 
.  said:  OK  I  can  respect  those  wishes.  And  I  said:  Wait  a  minutfREDACTED  what  do  you  want 
'  me  to  do?  And  he  said  he  just  wanted  me  to  talk  to  him,  but  that  if  you  don't  want  to  you 
don't  have  to.  And  so  I  said:  fine,  I'll  talk  to  him.  And  scREDACTEDcalled  and  we  missed 
each  other  a  few  times,  and  •finally  we  talked.  And  I  told  him  what  I  could  remember. 
Which  is  what  is  written  here.  Outside  of  the  one  correction  that  we  made.  That  was 
about  it.  Loomis'  investigator  was  wanting  me  to  go  on  record  and  I  said  that  I  had  said 
all  I  needed  to  say  for  now.  •  ; 


REDACTED  . 

Why  did  you  never  report  this  before? 

REDACTED 

I  just  think  I  was  past  it  and  it  didn't  seem  that  important  to  me.  I  repotted  to  my  parents 
when  I  was  a  young  kid.  That' s  the  last  I  ever  talked  about  it. 

REDACTED 

As  all  this  has  been  developing  over  the  months,  Msgr.  Loomis  has  been  presented  with 
the  material  in  this  report  fromREDACTED    and  he  denies  that  this  happened.  Do  you  have 
any  reaction  to  that? 

REDACTED 

There'  is  no  doubt  in  my  mind  that  it  happened.  I  just  don't  feel  it  to  be  a  big  deal  in  my 
life  at  this  time  and  so  I'm  over  it.  But  I  remember  how  I  felt  when  I  heard  he  was  a 
Monsignor;  and  he  was  doing  all  these  wonderful  things,  and  I  just  had  this  little  feeling 
going . . .  ugh.  You  know . .  .that' s  not  the  right  guy  to  b  e  in  that  position.  But  I  never  felt 
like  trying  to  bring  him  down.  Or  anything  like  that.  I  just  moved  past  it. 

REDACTED  '  ' 

In  your  own  mind  as  you  review- all  this,  is  there  any  chance  of  a  mistake  in  memory  or 
identity  or  myihing  like  that. 

REDACTED 

No,  there  is  definitely  no  chance  of  a  mistake.  And  it's  not  a  mistaken  identity.  ■ 

■  REDACTED  ' 

It  couldn't  be  the  result  of  an  active  imagination  on  the  part  of  a  ten  year  old? 

REDACTED 

No,  it  definitely  isn't  an  active  imagination. 

REDACTED 

That  is  all  that  I  have  in.  tiie  way  of  follow  up  questions  concerning  details.  I  do  want  to 
give  you  the  opportunity  to  ask  any  questions  of  your  own  or  is  there  anything  else  you 
would  want  to  say? 

REDACTED         '  . 

I  don't  really  have  any  questions.  And  I  don't  have  a  big  opinion  on  it*  It  just  seems  to  me 
•  that:  I  know  what  happened  to  me,  and  it  doesn't  seem  that  severe,  but  now  I've  heard 
stories  about  other  people,  more  than  one,  of  having  some  sort  of  issue,  with  him,  and  the 
first  thing  I  thought  was:  well,  they  are  telling  the  truth.  You  know*  Just  because  I  had 
that  experience.  .And  I'm  sure  that,  to.  get  them  to  that  point,  I  don't  know,  maybe  they 
'  heed  the  money  or  maybe. .  it's  definitely  in  that  person's  character  to  go  there.  At  least 
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he  did  it  with  me.  So , .  .1  just  feel  good  to  say  my  piece  and  let  the  chips  fall  where  they 
may. 

REDACTED 

I  think  we  have  concluded  what  we  need  to  do.  I  know  this  is  not  an  easy  thing  to  do  and 
I  appreciate  your  willingness  to  do  this. 
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F5TSJLBGED  &  CONFIDENTIAL 

REDACTED 


Ofi'Fehruary  6,20(34  REDACTED  _  ielsniiordcailvftiimshedtiie 

•Mowing  iniormation  tcRE„D-ACJED.j  who  identified  himself  as  ;REDACTED 
("OA")  retailed  by  the.  Clergy.  Misconduct  Oversight  Board  of  the  Archdiocese  of  Los 
Angela  to  conduct  an-  investigation  into  an  allegation  by  I^acted^ —  Consignor 
Richard  Loomis  sexually  molested  him  while  ha  was  a  student  at  Pater  Neater  High 
•School  k  1971-72: .  :  " 

He  jgREDACTED  jjg  does  a0£  have  a  problem,  with  cooperating  in 

•  this  inyestigatibri.pf  Monsi'gnor  Richard  Laornk  because  of  the  seriousness  of  the 
REDACTEDjUegafios^-QUi  Would  prefer  not  to  as  involved  in. the  litigation  that  may  follow 

'as  aresult  ojRedacted  [aWsait  If  necessary,  however,  he  will  cooperate  in  any ,  _ 

•  proceedings  involving  the'  'allegations  against  Monsignor  Loomis  if  his  input  on  this 
raatteris  considered  important 

redacted  p^y^  &s  fc^bne  number  tcREDACTE  ^g^^fd  that  his  number  and 
address  not  become  a  matter  of  .record.  He  asked  that  call  bins  if  additional  _ 

'  -information  of  cooperation  is  needed  from  him. 

ftis  parents  and  &eir:f^  aad'grade  school 

-  jft  Pacific  PaUsadcs'-and  were'very  active  in  the  parish  and  school  He  became  an  altar 
boy  when  he  was  in  the'secondgrade  an&that  subsequently  put  in  contact  with  ■Richard 
Loomis  by  the  time  .he  waa  in  the  fourth  grade.  There  were  priests  and  nuns  "all  over  die 
place"-  at  the  parish  arid  'school,  and  he  probably  assumed  that  JRichard  Loomis  was  a 
priest, '  -He  did  not  recall  his  being  a  seminarian  or  religious  brother,  but  at  his  age.  at  the 
time,  "they  were  all  the  same"  to  him. 

His  parents  were' very  involved  in  the  parish  and  school  and  priests  were  frequent  guests 
in  their  hobs.  There  was  thus  no  reason  for  him  or  his  parents  to  be  apprehensive  or^ 
ovefprotectlve  about  his  being  around  a  priest  connected  with  the  parish  or  school;  Ha 
father  .and.hrolb.er  were  Jesuit  educated. ' 

All  the  kida-at  the  schooU&ed-Sichard  Loomis  and  h«  was  very  responsive  to  them.  He 
sensed,  however;  that  Loomis  treated  htm  "special"  fothat  he  gave  bim  more  attention 
man' he 'showed  for  other  boys  his  age. 

'  Richard  Lqorais  invited  Mm'to  Ms  parents'  home,  which  was  less  than  a  mile  away  Srom 
his  parents'  home"  in  Pacific  Palisades,  to  use  their  rwirnmiug  pool  on  three  or  four 
occasions  during  what  was  probably  the  summer  of  1974  when  he  would  have  been  in-the 
fourth  grade.'-  Loomis' told  him  on  all  those  occasions  that  other  boys  had  also  been  . 
iavitedto  join  them  at  the  pool, 'but  ou  each  such  occasion  tfw  two  of  them  were  there 
••alone.'  He  did  riot  rebaU:seeing  Loomis's  parents  or  any  other  adults  at  the.Loomis  house. 
'His  best  recdHectkHi  is  that  he  and  Loomis  were  there  alone  on  each  such  occasion. 
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.J^r^/REDACTED  -Gotten* 


Laotms  picked  him  up  bx  Us  car  at  his  REDACTED    parsnts'  home  on  those  three  ox  four 
occasions  aid.  drove  hiin  bacfe  horns  e  couple  of  hours  later.  His  parents  were  apparently 
adt;coneemed  that  he  was  -going  to  Loomis5  parents'  home  to  uss"  their  swimrning.pooL ' 
•  They,  probably  assumed  that  other  Has  and  adults  would  also  be  there,  °  *  - 


,   3S3- 

;  fotidliiig-his-gsititals.  He  did  cot  resist  and  Loomis  did  not  proceed  past  the  fondling 

stage.  lie.thea  'went  swnnmmg  for  an  hour  oy  so  and  returned  to.  the  same  room 'to  " 

'•change  back  lato"hia  sfccsetelothes,  Loomis  again  entered  the  room  and  fondled  him  as 

he  had  done  earlier,  Loomis  then  drove  Mm  home. 


He- knew  what  Lcdmis  was  doing  to  him  was  "wrong"  and  that  played  on  his  mind 
afterwards.  Howe-ver,  he  was  too  young  to  deal  with  the^ituatioa  at  the  time  and ' 
.  accsptsd.Looniis'  invitations  to  swim  k  hia  parents'  pool  on  two  or  three  more1  occasions 
.  after  .that.  He  was  "just  a  Bd'thai  wanted  to  go  swbwnmg*  and  Loomis  accommodated  • 
_  Mm'by.mvitmg.jtoto..^ his  parents!  pool.  Loomis  fondled  han  while  he  was  changing 
_  into.  an£  out  of  Ms  swim.suit  on  every  such  occasion,  Ixi  each  case,  it  was  a  brief  fondling  ■ 
episode  that  did-not  go  keypad .that.  '       '    '•  • 

."The  wrpngness  of  what  ■Lobmis  was,doing  to  him  huilt-upon.his  conscience  to  .a  point  ■ 
,  &a£he4oldj£jpj^^  anymore,  and  '. 

"  th'a£wasthe"«3jdofii.  He  -avoided  Loomis  after  that 


NotrJrasgiri*erh^  he  told 

his  mother  what  Loomis  had  done  to  him  when  the  two  of  them  were  alone  in  hfeparents' 
>'  home,  He  had  sonic  recollection  that  his  mother  told  his  father  about  what  had  happened 
'  _  wrm-Lbomis/  and  bis  parents  apparently  reported  the  matter  to  the  pastor  or  assistant 
'  pastor  of-.Corpus  CMsfrParish  because  Richard  Loomis  "suddenly  disappeared" 'fitina  the . 
.'.parish  and school  aad'that-was  the  last  he  ever  saw  of  him.  • 

.He.put  the  fondling  incidats-tjehindium  shortly  thereafter  aiid  has  never  had  any  .serious 
■  inner  turmoil' ojr  psychological  problems  as  a  result  of  what  Richard  Loomis  did  to  him  on 
■those  three  or  four  occasions'.  He  put-it  behkd'hiai  as  something  that  happened  to  him-as 
•aldd;  and  moved  on  with"  his  life.'  It  would  concern  him,  however,  to  Know  that  Richard  ' 
.  Lootnia  may  have  been,  a  repeat  offender  with  other  boys  like  himself  and  subsequently  . 
•reached  a  big&'lev'el  in  the  .Catholic  .Church. 
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OATH  OF  TRUTHFULNESS 


I  have  reviewed  the  record  of  my  testimony  and  I  hereby  swear  that  in  answering  the  questions  I 
have  told  the  truth,  the  whole  truth  and  nothing  but  the  truth,  so  help  me  God. 

Given  this  7th  day  of  September  in  the  Year  of  Our  Lord  2004  at  the  conference  room  of 
REDACTED 

REDACTED 


ARCHDIOCESAN  SEAL ' 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 


PMF/ILEGED  &  CONFIDENTIAL 


Ofi'Miruaxy  5, 2Q04RED  ACTED  te!ephomcallyfumish.5dlJie 
Mewing  mfonnation  tcREDACTED  who  identified  himacaf  as  a  Canonical  Auditor. 
("CA")  retained  by  the.  Clergy.  Misconduct  Oversight  Board,  of  the  Archdiocese  of  Los, 
Angeles  to  conduct  aa .investigation  into  an  allegation  byREDACTED  ifoat  Morisignor 
'  Richard  Loomis  sexually  molested  Mm  while  he  was  a  student  at  Patsr  Mostex  High 
•Schoolk  1971-72:,  : 

^  k"  redacted  He  does  not  have  a  problem  with  cooperating  in 

•  this  investigatibn'of  Monsignor  Richard  Lcomia  because  of  the  seriousness  of  the 
redacted  ^^q^^i  WOuid  prefer  not  to  be  involved  in  the  litigation  that  may  follow 

as  aresult  of,REDACTEDlawsmi.  If  necessary,  however,  he  will  cooperate  in  any.  ^ 
'  •  proceedings  involving  the  allegations  against  Monsignor  Loomis  if  his  input  on  this  . 
'  matter-is  considered  important. 

REDACTED  .    RpnAPTFD  ,  . 

DTovided  ma  telephbiie  number  tc K_. . ft_ \- ^  wA 
address  not  become  a  isaatter  of.record.  He  asked  that  call  him  if  additional  , 

'•information  of  cooperation  is  needed  fiora him. 

His  par^ts^dthefcfamily.Uyedm,ahoine  near  Corpus  Chnsti  Parish  and 'grade  school 
-in  Pacific  Paliaades^arid  were  very  active  in  the  parish  and  school.  He  became  an  altar 
'  boy  when  he  was  hi  the'second  grade  and'  that  subsequently  put  in  contact  with  £Uchard 

•  Loomis  by  the  time,hewaaitt  the  fourth  grade.  There  were  priests  andnun3"all  over  the 
place"  at  the  parish  and'sehool,  and  he  probably  assvmed  that  Richard  Loomis  was  a 
priest.  '-He  did  not  recall  his  being  a  seminarian  or  religious  brother,  but  at  his  age  at  the 
time,  ."they  were  all  the  same"  to  him.  '  .  ■ 

His  parents,  were' very  involved  in  the  parish  and  school  and  priests  were  frequent  guests 

•  in  their  koine.  There  was  thus  no  reason  for  him  or  Ms  parents  to  be  apprehensive  or 
ov'erprotective  about  his  being  around  a  priest  connected  with  the  parish  or  school;  His 

■'  father. andi brother  were  Jesuit  educated. ' 

••  All  the 'kids  at  the  school  lifcedRichard  Loomis  and  he  was  very  responsive  to  them.  He' 

■  .  sensed,  howev'er/that  Loomis  treated  him  "special"  in  that  he  gave  him  more  attention 
than'he'showed  for  qther  boys  his  age. 

'  Richard  Loomis  invited'fcim'to  his  parents'  heme,  which  was  less  than  a  mile  atoay  from 
his  parents'  home  in  Pacific  Palisades,  to  use.their  swimming  pool  on  three  or  *our  ^ 

■  ■occasions  during  what  was 'probably  the  summer  of  1974  whenhe  would  have  beenin-me 
fourth  grade;  Loomis'  told  him  on  all  those  occasions  that  other  boys  had  also  been  . 
invited  to  join  them  at  the  pool,  but  on  each  such  occasion  the  two  of  them  were  there 

•  --alone '  He  did'ridt  recalbeerag  Loomis's  parents  or  any  other  adults  at  the.Looxms  house. 
'   'His  best  recoHectloh  is  that  he  and  Loomis  were  there  alone  on  each  such  occasion. 
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REDACTED 

•    REDACTED  REDACTED 


REDACTED 


"REDACTED 


REDACTED 


'    ■    REDACTED  _  Tffl|Utty  U ,  2004        agT^d  to 

telephorucally  rogg^^,  c^cted m&  told  huri 
ium  at  Ms  apartment  aft?         _     toi-nimnio  reoett  she  took  ftosnhiiriiii  December 

^en  he  (Mini's)  W  aseminsnsn  about  30  years  ago.) 

StSctme  in  to  SanlWo  Valley.  His  older  brota 
REDACTED  REDACTED 

Haattended'.St  Elizabeth  Grade  Sch 

•  Bridget* ofSwedea Grade  Schools  ^riwr^s  omiu^-,^  

years  after '"^StS Utte  WN^ar.  He  topped  to 
SS^ilEto^l^**™*^"      REDACTED  •  . 

'.  B^pninihesprtaS^W77-  .  ..„:,•„  REDACTED 

•.      ^V^-^^S^^^^^^^  REDACTE 

• '  Angela,'  and  California  State  i^™^.™ 

director  oftheMe^ 
.    1996,  Bewastheasscciateom^ 
'  tbrough-1999,  He  was  &e  associate  ombud^^ 

V  April  200Ol.Mer  begs* *^™J,X  professor,  He  also  teaches  part 

■  •  .k*^M^v^v  Holleae,  -where  is  still  empioyea  as  «     :      ^  • 
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Interns*  of  -Continued 


■  REDACTED 


was  married  tiT^  ad  he  and his  wife  aufawqucnfly had  ^.<^f  > a  «WJ*°.U 
•?Qw5St^tcr.w4ianow2'0.  He  and  his  wife  separated  in  li^J&fter  she  ^ 

ISL  J^areli^n.-and  other  problems  "£^^eo^hd 
subs'^Txentiy  obtained  an  annulment  of  th«r  mamage.  He  has  a  girlftiencl  namvC  _ 
.  SSS ^religion  at  itmnaculateH^  High  School  m Hollywood. 

He  *as  JS»      Angela  A*hdi^p^ 

7A.n  ^  RFnAPTFn  asked  to  tot  thai  organization,  iie  is  also  toe  . 


•  .        Avr^  ■>-*-*'Mr*ji»*ni  H?p  house  on  Sunset  Boulevard  m  pacific-' 

W^btaom, C«fc* .gam."  He ^ed church ■ 

'  N'ewm.an  Center  at  UCLA-. ; 
fc.be  «-»r'i  1974,-^  atteadtag  a  one  ^'^^^^XL 

•  teacner.  ... 

..  &ieuds  ot  socialise  together,  cot  enjoyea  a  gouu  j.  f  ^  t 

•  totals  about  .the  subjectaattet  after  fce  class  session  ended.  The  class  l^tsd , or  uoo. 

■'    fbar  weeks.         "   :       .;  _  •  •'  . 

■■• '  -Loobiswas  "Idnd.bfshort'audpndgy^ora  glasses  and  had  some  acue-^pebl^she.or 
''  Eeddishspots '0^1133' face.".  ,  .  .■ 

.  '    •  •    *  --l"  ™  j        ww.  ris«!s  whichwould  have  been  in  the  surhmer  of  . 

■.   .toc^ing.buta55™ditw»pM0fMStotemdulI=5forShSpm>h.  .  . 

'their  swimming  tranjtes.  '". 


2 
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during  th'eir/diiVs  to  the  park.  _ 

•    '  ''  '•  \   s-      '•       ...        j  rtf    to  13  wers  getting  out  of  a 

ia'the  late  mp^g  or  early  afismoon.  rie  assunea  ui^  u  j 

city  school.'  ■  .  •  • 

.etching  the  boys  art'sab  as  ^^f^^J^n:  They  don't  know^hat  they've 
*fa>  of  the  boys  and  said  sometime  ^^^n,/^en  ^  they  have  an  • 

•cr^^a«^..^??^S-il  Me  to  their  tight  wet  swim  trunks.  Hev 


that  "I'mfested  ialdokiag  *  W  Z£  tto  coraxnent  in  an  attempt  to  • 


swiratBingtnHiks. 


a  w.i>i"*'*"',£>    •  > 

..       •S&Aeftne^'tedtats.ofgWto^.   ..  .    ■  .•   ,  ■ 

•'    fee  connotation  atmchetf'tptlienaBie  Dl*.  ■    -■  ^ 

'  •  '"         ■       '    '   J  '  .  ......:..JU,  T  nntnis  fold  Mm  ■ 

REDACTED 
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•'  •  ponnLXGED  &  CONFIDENTIAL 

■      '  ..  •.  r^S™» ^REDACTED  Ontfaed 

REDACTED 


REDACTED 


4" 


XII  000546 


RCALA  006389 


108 


PRlVlLFGZn  &  CONFIDENTIAL 
In£vie»o}REDACTED  -CbnUnwd 


REDACTED 


5 
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MEMORANDUM 
August  6, 2004 

REDACTED 

FROM: 


TO: 
RE: 


I  am  sitting  here  Friday  August  6, 2004,  wiftREDACTED  who  is  appearing  to  give 
information  regarding  allegations  made  against  Msgr.  Loomis.  Also  with  us  i 

redacted  yj^Q  |s  fog  Notary  in  this  case.  I  amREDACTED         in  charge  of  the  Canonical 
Preliminary  Investigation  involving  certain  allegations  that  have  been  made  against  Msgr. 
Richard  LoomisREDACTFD  here  in  the  capacity  of  a  witness  to  certain  acHnr^made  to 
him  in  the  past.  I  ask  yoxREDACTED   o  show  me  some  kind  of  identification  , 
produces  a  California  Drivers  LicenseREDACTED    .  birthdateREDACTEDl  948)  I  ask  you 
now  to  place  your  hand  on  the  Scriptures  and  take  an  oath. 

REDACTED 

Do  you  swear  that  all  you  will  tell  me  is  the  truth,  the  whole  truth  and  nothing  but  the 
truth,  so  help  you  God? 

REDACTED  " 

I  do. 

REDACTED 

REDACTED 

I  have  a  four  and  a  half  page  typewritten  report  drawn  up  by  a  private  investigator 
redacted      interviewed  you  while  he  was  in  the  employ  of  the  Archdiocese.  I  ask  you  to 
take  the  time  to  read  through  it  and  mark  any  changes  you  would  like  to  make. 

REDACTED 

reads  through  "the  text) 

REDACTED 

There  appear  to  be  some  changes? 

pREDACTED 


1 
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OATH  OF  TRUTHFULNESS 


I  have  reviewed  the  record  of  my  testimony  and  I  hereby  swear  that  in  answering  the  questions  I 
have  told  the  truth,  the  whole  truth  and  nothing  but  the  truth,  so  help  me  God. 

Given  this  6th  day  of  August  in  the  Year  of  Our  Lord  2004  at  the  Curia  of  the  Archdiocese  of 
Los  Angeles. 

REDACTED 


ARCHDIOCESAN  SEAL 
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REDACTED 

3.  [fast  interviewed  1/13/04;  formal  interview,  8/6/04): 

REDACTED  . 

*   DOB  alleged  incident  occurred  during  summer  1974;  hence  age  =  close  to  26 

REDACTED 


REDACTED  ,        ,  .  . 

*  attended  a  Bible  class  taught  by  Loomis  as  a  seminarian  at  Corpus  Chnsti  thai 

summer;  around  the  end  of  the  4-week  (or  so)  class,  Loomis  invited  him  to  accompany 
him  to  a  youth  swim  outing  at  some  public  park;  while  standing  outside  fence  around 
swimming  pool,  Loomis  remarked  of  a  group  of  boys,  "Look  at  them.  They  don't  know 
what  they've  got  between  their  legs."  He  may  have  added,  "They  don't  even  know  they 
have  an  erection  or  hard-on." REDACTED  was  put  off  by  the  statement.  There  were  further 
comments  of  a  sexual  nature. REDACTED  e  let  Loomis  know  that  he  was  single  and  interested  in 
girls,  not  boys.REDACTED 

REDACTED 


REDACTED 
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INTERVIEW  OF  REDACTED  REGARDING 
MSGR.  RICHARD  LOOMS 


MEMORANDUM 


TO :  Cardinal  Ro  ger  Mahony 

REDACTED 


FROM: 


REDACTED 
Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Boar< 


RE:  Recommendation  of  the  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board 

Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis  (CMOB  071-01) 

DATE:         November  2,  2004 


The  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board  discussed  the  case  of  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Lobmis  at 
its  meeting  on  October  27,  2004.  The  Board  has  previously  discussed  the  case  on  January  14, 
2004,  January  28, 2004,  February  11,  2004,  February  25, 2004  and  April  14, 2004.  I  gave  you 
progress  reports  on  February  9, 2004,  February  11, 2004  and  May  1 8, 2004  and  provided  you 
with  copies  of  the  interviews  and  other  investigative  materials  generated  to  those  dates. 

Msgr.  Loomis  was  identified  as  a  possible  molester  in  a  case  filed  byREDACTED  or|EDAOTD 
December  17.  2004.  Mssr.  Cox  immediately  initiated  an  investigation  and  designated 
REDACTED  to  be  the  investigator  and  canonical  auditor  for  the  case.  Shortly  after 

that,  on  December  23 , 2003 ,  you  asked  me  in  my  capacity  as  CMOB  chairman  to  head  a  special, 
totally  independent  investigation  of  the  alleaations  and  report  my  findings  and  recommendations 
to  you  and  the  CMOB.  You  also  aske<3REDACTED  to  open  the  proper  canonical 

investigation  so  that  Msgr.  Loomis'  canonical  rights  would  be  fully  protected  throughout  the 
investigation. 

RFHACTFn     •         -r~    i       J         •  REDACTED 

I  accepted  vour  appointment  and  with  the  help  of^.Er™  1  c u  identified  and  retamec 
REDACTED                  as  the  investigator. REDACTED   appointed  him  as  a  canonical  auditor 
and  he  continued  the  investigation  whiclREDACTED  ;  had  begun.REDACTED  ;  left  in  early  July  to 
participate  in  the  second  national  audit  as  part  of  REDACTED    and  I  askecREDACTED,  to  pick 
up  the  investigation  REDACTED  interviewed  several  other  people,  including  UAll  1  ^  ^d 
redacted      '  Algo<   ?edactedREDACTED  interviewedREDACTED 

REDACTED         '         and  others. 

I've  enclosed  a  complete  list  of  .all.  interviews  conducted  to  date  and  copies  of  the  interviews 
from  July  6, 2004  to  date.  You  already  have  copies  of  the  earlier  interviews  through  March  30, 
2004.  As  you  can  see,  a  great  deal  of  material  has  been  developed  in  the  course  of  this 
investigation.  Four  persons  have  been  identified  who  claim  to  have  had  inappropriate  sexual 
encounters  with  Msgr.  Loomis,  to  wit:  R  E  DACTE  D  and 
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REDACTED  ^  j  w^  briefly  summarize  the  claims  of  alleged  abusive  behavior  with  respect  to 

each  victim. 
REDACTED 

In  his  complaint,^ ^9T^  alleged  that  he  had  been  molested  by  Father  Richard  Loomis, 
then  known  as  Brother  Becket,  and  REDACTED     ^         g-om  approximately  1968  through 
approximately  1 970  while  a  student  at  a  high  school  later  identified  as  Pater  Noster. 

I  wrote  t<RE  DACTED  ^       attorney,  on  January  2,  2004  and  again  on  January 

1 6th  requesting  more  information  and  a  personal  interview.  I  received  no  response  to  my  letters 
and  have  received  no  response  frorr^^^^JL.- .  to  this  day.  Several  requests  to  interview 
redacted  were  a^g0  m2L^Q  wredacted    with  no  success  until  an  interview  was  finally  arranged 

,  REDACTED       ~  .  ,  ,0.u 

b>  on  October  18th. 

redacted   ^^^.g  questi0rmaire5  dated  December  1 1 , 2003,  was  eventually  filed  in  the 
superior  court  proceeding  and  obtained  by  the  Archdiocese  in  May  or  June,  2004.  In  his 
questiomiaireREDAC7ED  states,  under.penalty  of  perjury,  that  he  was  bom  0rREDACTED  ,  1956, 
was  sexually  abused  by  Brother  Becket  approximately  4-6  times  and  that  "Becket  put  his  mouth' 
on  my.  mouth,  put  his  hand  on  my  penis,  had  an  erection,  touched  my  genitals,  told  me  he  loved 
me.  This  occurred  over  a  \A  to  2  year  period  while  attending  Poter  [sic]  Noster  High  School." 

REDACTED  "  ;  .  "      '    REDACTED «  +  « 

v*™c  onor.pcc-f^i  iri  arranging  an  interview  with     .  ^    ,  This  took  place  on  October 
18,  2004in  REDACTED   offices. REDACTED  i  was  also  present. 

In  substance.REDACTEDstated  that  he  was  a  freshman  at  Pater  Noster  in  1969  when  he  met 
Brother  Becket.  Becket  was  his  English  teacher  and  dean  of  discipline.  He  was  disciplined  by 


°  ~  REDACTED 

Becket  on  one  occasion.  Becket  allowed  ind  another  student  to  smoke  in  bis 

classroom,  which  was  against  the  rules.  tUA° ' tU lw_is  a  poor  student  but  received  good  grades 

i  \  u_ unu  I  fcU  iii  1  •  i 

from  Becket.  On  the  occasion  m  question  (  stated  that  there  was  only  one  incident,  not 

the  4-6  he  alleged  in  his  questionnaire),  he  was  in  Becket' s  classroom  and  they  walked  out  the 
door  into  the  hall.  They  were  alone.  Becket  stopped,  turned  towards  him  and  said,  "Do  you 
know  what  you  do  to  me?"  He  then  pulREDACTED  hand  on  the  outside  of  his  (Becket's)  habit  on 
top  of  his  penis,  which  REDACTEDcmjld  feel  was  erect.  He  then  kissed  on  the  mouth  and 

told  him  that  he  loved  him. REDACTED  was  shocked  and  embarrassed  and  walked  away  from 
Becket. 

For  the  remainder  of  his  freshman  year  and  for  a  portion  of  his  sophomore  year  while  he  was  still 
at  Pater  Noster  before  transferring  to  John  Marshall  High  School,  he  did  what  he  could  to  avoid 
Becket,  including  cutting  classes  and  (toching  school. 
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.married  At  some  point,  he  tolc         what  had  happened  to  him.  In 

!993  redacted  an(}  bis  wj[fe  became  friends  witiREDACTED    a  St  John's  seminarian  who 
was  assigned  to  their  parish  (St.  Elizabeth  in  VanNuys).  They  were  invited  to  his  ordination  ,  in 
1994  and  were  surprise  to  see  Loomis  participating  in  the  ceremony.  After  the  ordinatiorREDACTED 
tolcREDACTEDthat  Loomis  had  sexually  molested  her  husband  while  he  was  attending  Pater 
.  Noster  tREDACTED>  then  tol<REDACTED  that  he  had  been  molested  by  Loomis. 

REDACTED  was  interviewed  by^0^^0  on  February  13,  2004  and  b>REDACTED 
redacted  0I1  August  2,  2004  and  confirmed  tha1REDA^TED  tnld  him  m  1994  that  he  had  been  - 

molested  by  Loomis.  REDACTEDwas  also  interviewed  b/EDACTED  on  October  20, 2004. 
redacted  has  not  been  interviewed  b:  REDACTED  as  yet. 

REDACTED 


REDACTED  tvas  interviewed  b3REDACTED  ,  by  telephone,  on  February  6  and  9,  2004  and 

^redacted    QU  September  7, 2004.  Redacted  stated  that  he  lived  with  his  family  in  the 
Pacific  Palisades  and  attended  Corpus  Christi  Church  and  that  Richard  Loomis's  family  also 
lived  in  the  Palisades.  During  the  summer  of  1974,  when  he  was  in  the  fourth  grade,  Loomis 
was  assigned  to  Corpus  Christi  and  mvitedhim  to  go  swimrmng  on  three  or  four  occasions  at  his 
(Loomis's)  parents'  home.  He  understood  that  other  boys  had  also  been  invited  but  they  did  not 
come  and  he  and  Loomis  were  always  alone.  On  each  occasion  Loomis  briefly  fondled  his 
genitals  while  he  was  changing  into  his  swimming  trunks  and  again  when  he  was  changing  back 
into  his  clothes. 

Not  long  after  that  he  stopped  going  to  the  Loomis  home  to  go  swimrriing  and  told  his  mother 
what  had  happened.  He  recalled  that  Ms  mother  informed  his  father  and  he  believes  that  they 
reported  the  matter  to  the  pastor  or  associate  pastor  at  Corpus  Christi. 

REDACTED   case  carne  to  light  whenREDACTED       of  St.  Lawrence  Martyr  Catholic 
-    Church  in  Redondo  Beach  informed  Msgr.  Cox  of  the  incident  in  January,  2004.  REDACTED  . 
interviewed  REDACTED  on  February  3 , 2004REDACTED  advised  him  that  he  met  Loomis  in  the 
summer  of  1 974  when  heREDACTED  was  the  associate  pastor  at  Corpus  Christi  and  Loomis  was  a 
seminarian  performing  various  rlntiss  at  the  parish  during  his  summer  break  from  St.  John 
Seminary.  He  confirms  thatREDACTED  parents  met  with  him  during  the  summer  of  1 974  to 
complain  about  Loomis  hanging  around  kids  all  the  time  and  told  him  that  Loomis  had  fondled 
or  groped  their  son  in  the  swimming  pool. REDACTED  did  not  confront  Loomis  or  report  the  incident 
at  the  time,  but  made  sure  he  was  not  around  children  and  never  returned  to  the  parish  or  school 
as  a  seminarian  after  that. 

REDACTED  . .  interviewe(REDACTED  nother,  REDACTED       Qn  March  30j  2004,  Slie  stated 
that  she  had  a  vague  recollection  of  the  incident  and  confirmed  that  her  son  told  her  about  it  and 
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that  she  informed  her  husband.  She  doesn't  recall  reporting  it  to  the  pastor  or.associate  at  Corpus 
Christi. 

REDACTED 

RFDACTFD  REDACTED       ,  _  „ 

°  age  55,  was  interviewed  by  m  January  13, 2004  and  by  Father 

Anslow  on  August  6,  2004.  He  stated  that  he  met  Loomis  during  the  summer  of  1974  when 

Loomis  was  teaching  a  bible  class  at  Corpus  Christi  Church.  Loomis  invited  him  to  accompany 

him  to  a  youth  swim  outing  at  a  pool  in  a  public  park  somewhere  outside  Pacific  Palisades.  He 

met  Loomis  and  they  drove  together  in  Loomis's  car  to  the  park  where  approximately  20  Latino 

boys  and  girls  around  the  ages  of  12  to- 13  were  getting  off  a  bus  at  the  pool.  While  he  and 

Loomis  were  watching  them  swim  in  the  pool,  Loomis  said  something  like,  "Look  at  them. 

They  don't  know  what  they've  got  between  their  iegs."  Loomis  may  have  added,  "They  don't 

even  know  they  have  an  erection  nr  a  hard-on."  Thev  had  lunch  with  the  bovs  and  eirls  and  left 

the  nark  after  about  two  hours.  REDACTED 

REDACTED 


REDACTED 
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REDACTED 


Msgr.  Loomis 's  response 

Msgr.  Loomis  was  interviewed  b3REDACTED    u!dREDACTED  on  February  12, 2004  and  byREDACTED 
redacted  3n  September  24, 2004.  He  has  retained  attorney  REDACTED      to  represent  him  in  the 
civil  proceedings  and  canon  lawyeiREDACTED       of  San  Francisco,  who  is  also  amember  of 
the  State  Bar  of  California,  as  his  canonical  attorney.  Redacted  vas  present  at  the  February  12th 
interview  andREDACTED  was  present  on  September  24th.  Without  going  into  detail,  Msgr. 
Loomis  responded  to  the  charges  and  denied  any  inappropriate  sexual  activity.  He  offered  to 
testify  under  oath  and,  after  being  sworn  by  Fr.  Anslow,  stated  that  the  accusations  made  against 
him  byREDACTED  are  not  true.  He  stated  that  they  did  not  happen  and  that  he  did 

not  molest  them. 


Board  discussions 

I  have  not  attempted  to  detail  all  of  the  information  contained  in  the  interviews  and  other 
materials  and  did  not  do  so  during  the  meeting.  The  other  information  does  not  establish  a  basis 
for  initiating  canonical  proceedings  but  corroborates  the  allegations  that  Msgr.  Loomis  had  an 
inordinate  interest  in  young  boys  and  that  he  was  involved  in  inappropriate  sexual  conversations 
and  other  behavior  with  them,  such  as  drinking  and  smoking. 
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The  members  of  the  Board  discussed  the  case  at  length,REDACTED 
REDACTEDwere  present  during  and  participated  in  the  discussionsR  ED  ACTED 
pointed  out  several  canonical  impediments  to  recommending  that  a  formal  canonical  penal 
process  be  initiated  to  remove  Msgr.  Loomis  permanently  from  ministry.  The  essence  of  their 
concerns  is  that  these  incidents  do  not  meet  the  criteria  of  the  ecclesiastical  crime  defined  by 
canon  1395  because  Ms  sr.  Loomis  was  not  a  cleric  but  rather  a  Brother  of  St.  Patrick  when  the 
events  involviniREDACTED  tonk  place  and  was  not  a  cleric  but  rather  a  seminarian  when  the 
events  involvingREDACTED       ^REDACTED       :place  REDACTED 
REDACTED 


REDACTED 


Fr.  Anslow  expressed  the  opinion  that  even  though  all  four  complaints  fall  outside  the  offenses 
strictly  demarcated  in  the  Essential  Norms  that  it  is  within  the  spirit  of  the  Dallas  Charter  that  a 
person  who  was  found  guilty  of  the  alleged  actions  would  be  unsuitable  for  ministry  as  a  cleric. 
In  view  of  this,  he  suggested  that  in  view  of  the  fact  that  Msgr.  Loomis  denies  all  allegations  of 
misconduct  that  the  CDF  be  petitioned  to  authorize  an  ecclesiastical  trial  to  establish  the  juridical 
facts  of  the  case,  with  a  view  toward  removing  Msgr.  Loomis  permanently  from  ministry  should 
the  allegations  be  verified. 

Recommendation 

Accordingly,  the  Board  recommends  that  the  Congregation  for  the  Doctrine  of  the  Faith  be 
petitioned  to  authorize  an  ecclesiastical  trial  to  establish  the  juridical  facts  of  the  case,  with  a 
view  toward  removing  Msgr.  Loomis  permanently  from  ministry  should  the  allegations  be 
verified. 

REDACTED 

Enclosures 

„„.  REDACTED 
cc. 

Msgr.  Craig  A.  Cox  (w/  list  of  interviews  only) 


MEMORANDUM 

August  2,  2004 


REDACTED 

FROM: 

TO: 

RE: 


I  am  sitting  here  Friday  July  30,  20.04,  witlRED  ACTED  a  priest  of  the  LA 

Archdiocese  who  is  known  to  me,  also  with  REDACTED  who  is  the  Notary  in  this 
case,  and  I  amREDACTED         in  charge  of  the  Canonical  Preliminary  Investigation 
involving  certain  allegations  that  have  been  made  against  Msgr.  Richard  Loomis. 
redacted;  js  aere  m  the  capacitv  of  a  witness  to  certain  statements  that  have  been  made  to 
him  in  the  past.  I  ask  yonREDACTED     o  place  your  hand  on  the  Bible  and  take  an  oath. 

REDACTED 

Do  you  swear  that  all  you  will  tell  me  is  the  truth,  the  whole  truth  and  nothing  but  the 
truth,  so  help  you  God? 
REDACTED 

I  do. 

REDACTED 

REDACTED 

I  have  here  a  two  and  one  half  page  typewritten  record  of  an  interview  th;  in 
the  employ  of  the  archdiocese,  wrote  up  having  interviewed  you  over  the  telephone  back 
in  February  (2004).  I'm  simply  going  to  ask  you  to  read  through  it  and  if  you  find 
anything  that  is  not  accurate  and  you  think  it  needs  to  be  changed  please  let  me  know. 
Otherwise  we  will  accept  it  as  an  accurate  statement. 

REDACTED  reads  through  the  statement) 

REDACTED     .  - 

'  You  have  now  finished  reading  through  the  statement  and  it  looks  like  there  are  a  couple 
of  places  you  wish  to  indicate  some  corrections. 

REDACTED 

(In  paragraphy  #  6  ff.)  It  states  here  that^E DACTE D    did  not  want  to  do  anything 
about  addressing  the  archdiocese.  I  don't  know  if  that  came  out  at  all.  I  mean  he  didn't ' 
say  he  wasn't  going  to  go  to  the  archdiocese.  He  just. .  .he  would  tell  me  because. .  .in  my 
first  assignment  I  was  bugging  him  and  his  family  to  come  and  visit  me.  After  bugging 
him  for  several  times  he  said:  "Look,  there  is  something  I  need  to  tell  you."  He  told  me 
the  incident  but  he  didn't  come  and  tell  me  as  going  to  see  a  priest  or  counsellor.  OK? 
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REDACTED 

So  that's  on  the  bottom  of  the  first  page  where  you  checked  it? 

REDACTED 

That's  correct. 

(top  of  page  two)  redacted 

It  says  I. didn't  report  it  to  the  archdiocese  because      _  apparently  didn't  have  any 
intention  of  doing  so,  and  that  I  as  a  newly  ordained  priest  assigned  to  Fr.  Loomis'  parish 
was  not  inclined  to  do  so. 

Well,  that's  not  why  I  didn't  report  it.  I  felt  he  was  an  adult.  He  wasn't  coming  to  share 
.  that  with  me. .  .to  get  comfort  from  me. . . .  He  was  just  letting  ine  know  that:  "I  can't  go 
to  the  parish  because  of  that  and  I  just  don't  want  to  be  around  .him."  So,  as  (he  was)  an 
adult,  I  just  didn't  think  there  was  any  obligation  for  me  to  report  any  of  that. 

REDACTED 

So  to  make  sure  I  understand,  because  he  was  saying  that  he  wouldn't  be  able  to  visit  you 
at  the  same  parish  where  Richard  Loomis  was  going  to  be. 

REDACTED     _  ' 

Correct. 

REDACTED 

So  this  is  when  you  were  going  to  be  assigned  to  St.  Anthony  (in  Oxnard). 
REDACTED 

Correct.  So  I  was  either  newly  ordained,  or. .  .1  don't  think  it  was  before  my  ordination. 


They  came  to  my  first  Mass. 


j 

REDACTED 


One  other  thing.  I  don't  think  I  told  him  tha         was  not  interested  in 

getting  money  out  of  it  for  the  incident,  so  that  wouldn't  happen  to  another. ...  He  said 
that  was  a  complaint  of  his. ..he  wanted  to  make  sure  that,  .'.he  had  to  come  out  and  face 
something,  he  just  couldn't  hold  it  in  any  longer. 

But  to  be  honest,  I  don't  recall  that  he  said  he  wasn't  going  to  get  any  money  out  of  it. 
REDACTED 

You  have  no  recollection  of  that,  correct? 
REDACTED 

No,  I  don't  have  any  recollection  of  that  part.  I  think  we  bettef  just  put  that.  .  .I  just  didn't 
want  to  get  involved. 

REDACTED 

So  with  these  corrections  that  you've  indicated,  otherwise  we  can  take  .this  as  an  accurate 
record  of  the  conversation  you  had  witlREDACTED 


2 
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Yes.  •  . 

REDACTED 

I  have  a  few  follow  up  questions  to  clarify  in  my  own  mind. 
-You  indicated  that  when  you  learned  that  your  assignment  was  going  to  be  at  St. 
Anthony  where  Fr.  Loomis  was  Pastor  at  the  time,  that  first  of  alLREDACTED  wife 
REDACTEDmentioned  to  you  that  Fr.  Loomis  had  done  something  of  a  sexual  nature,  to  him 
while  he  was  in  high  school.  And  thaREDACTE°  is  planning  to  tell  you  about  it.  What 
occasioned  her  to  tell  you  this? 

REDACTED 

. .  .She  knew  it  was  him.  So  it  was  only  after  she  read  it  in  the  Tidings,  as  to  where  I  was 
going. .  .and  you  know,  I  can't  even  tell  you  if  it's  when  she  heard  it  in  the  Tidings 
because  how  would  she  have  known  Dick  Loomis  was  my  Pastor.  Unless  it  was  when  she 
'  came  to  my  first  mass.  Oh  no,  Loomis  was  supposed  to  ...  so  I  don't  know  what 
prompted  her  to  tell  me. 

REDACTED 

See,  this  is  a  bit  confusing  when  you  mention  the  Tidings,  because.. 
REDACTED  . 

1  don't  really  know.  I'm  guessing,  .-.that  that's  how  she  knew. 
REDACTED 

.  When  you  refer  to  the  Tidings  you  are  referring  to  the  announcement  as  to  where  you 
were  going  to  be  assigned. 

REDACTED 

That's  correct.  But  I  don't  even  know  if  they  said  in  the  Tidings. .  .1  just  know  it  was  close 
to  that  time  that  she  told  me. 

REDACTED 

But  she  is  the  one  who  volunteered  this  remark.  To  your  knowledge  it  wasn't  anything 
.  that  you  said  that  made  her  say  this? 

REDACTED 

No.  She  was  close  enough  to  me  that  she  wanted  to  share  that. 
REDACTED  redacted 

To  the  best  of  your  recollection  she  said  that  ^as  planning  on  telling  you  something 
about  it. 

REDACTED 

Yes, 
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REDACTED 

REDACTED  .  ,  . 

Subsequently  tha  told  you  a  little  bit.  How  much  later  was  this-.  The  same  day,  the 
same  week,  the  same  month? 

REDACTED 

No . .  .no. .  .1  can't  tell  you.  It  was  at  least  a  month  afterward.  It  wasn't  immediately 
afterward. 

REDACTED 

Can  you  recall  the  circumstances,  where  you  were  when  you  had  the  conversation.  Was 

i     •    1  ■ .  ►      i  j  REDACTED 

it  at  their  home,  was  it  just  you  and 

REDACTED 

I  don't  recall. 
REDACTED 

You  say  that  he  was  uncomfortable  in  telling  you  about  this,  and  did  not  go  into  detail. 
Can  you  recall  how  he  even  began  the  conversation? 

REDACTED 

No.  I  feel  like  I'm  not  much  help. 
REDACTED 

I  understand,  this  is  something  that  took  place  ten  years  ago . 
REDACTED 

Had  he  come  to  me  as  a  priest  for  counseling  maybe  I  would  recall  more.  But  we  were 
together  as  friends  and  he  wanted  to  bring  something  up. 

REDACTED 

You  do  indicate  here  that,  while  he  didn't  talk  about  more  than  one  occasion  of  this  ■ 
"fondling"  or  grabbing  or  whatever  taking  place,  you  had  the  impression  that  it  was  not 
the  first  time  it  happened? 

REDACTED 

Well,  its  not  that.  I..  .1  can't  recatt  whether. .  .I'm  saying. .  .mmymind. .  .it  happened  more 
.  than  once.  I  couldn't  tell  you  ii        told  me  that  it  happened  more  than  once. .  .but  why 

would  I  think  that?  I'm  very  visual,  so  I  have  to  picture  (nervous  laughter).  The  funny 

thing  is  that  wheiREDACTED  told  me,  and  when  I  pictured  the  incident. .  .1  pictured  my  own 
highschool  classroom  and  that's  the  picture  that  stayed  there.  So  

REDACTED 

•  REDACTED 

And  so  you  reallv  don't  recall  anything  further  of  that  conversation  .         ^  I  other 
than  whatREDACTED  has  written  there?  (witness  gave  a  non-verbal  affirmative 
response.)  OK! 
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You  mentioned  that  at  St.  Anthony's  you  felt  it  was  inappropriate  for  Fr.  Loomis  to  allow 
a  twenty  year  old  dropout  seminarian  to  stay  in  the  parish  center  for  a  couple  of  months. 
Who  was  that? 

REDACTED 

His  name  wasREDACTED  I  don't  recall  the  last  name.  My  impression  was  that  he  was  going 
to  try  to  come  b  ack.  (to  the  seminary)  and  to.  my  recollection  he  never  did. 

REDACTED 

That  would  have  been  in  1 994, 1995,  the  first  year  of  your  assignment  there? 

REDACTED 

■  Yes.  Right. 

REDACTED 

Did  you  observe  any  kind  of  behavior  that,  in  anyway,  raised  questions  for  you? 
REDACTED 

No.  They  took  off. .  .for  weekends  together. .  .like  Pismo  Beach  and  stuff.  They  went  on  a 
retreat. .  .1  think  up  to. Big  Bear  to  the  Sisters'  place. 

REDACTED 

When  you  say  weekend,  normally  you'd  be  talking  about  just  a  Saturday  I  suppose? 
REDACTED 

He  had  Friday  off.  And  sometimes  he  would  be  gone  Friday  and  Saturday.  I  remember 
him  once  calling  and  saying  that  if  myself  and  the  other  associate  could- handle  the 
Sunday  masses  he  wouldn't  be  there  that  Sunday. 

REDACTED 

I  wanted  to  ask  about  this  investigator  fellowREDACTED  vho  left  his  card  at  the  gate 
of  the  High  School  for  you.  Did  you  ever  hear  from  him  subsequently? 

REDACTED 

I  think  he  .called  me.  He  wanted  to  get  together,  and  I  said  no .  I  said  I  already  spoke  to 
someone  and  I  don't  really  want  to  speak  any  further. 

REDACTED 

And  that  was  the  end  of  the  conversation?  (witness  gave  anon-verbal  affirmative 

response.)  OK.!  redacted  ■,.,„■  .  ..redacted 

You  also  indicated  that        aad  called  you  earlier,  beiore  your  conversation  witi 
redacted  and  that  you  were  going  to  be  getting  together  for  lunch,  the  next  week.  Did  you 
meet  for  lunch?  ' 
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REDACTED 

n  A  REDACTED 

I  said  that  with  all  I  had  gone  through,  that  we  not  get  together  for  lunch.  Sol  called 
and  I  told  him  that  I  spoke  to  downtown,  and  told  him  what  I  had  to  go  through,  and  I 
said,  you  know,  its  best  -  even  though  we  didn't  discuss  the  case  at  ail,  we  don't  even  get 
together. 

REDACTED  , 

And  since  that  phone  conversation  witbREDACTEDyou  have  never  gotten  together  with  him? 
REDACTED 

Oh  I  see  him.  And  I  telephone  him.  But  we  didn't  discuss  it  and  I  respect  the  fact  that  he 
.    didn't  bring  up  the  case. 

REDACTED 

•So  he  and  his  wife  still  work  at  that  parish  (St.  Elizabeth  in  Altadena)? 

REDACTED 

No.  Not  at  all. 
REDACTED 

So  they  are  no  longer  working  in  the  capacity  as  wedding  coordinators? 

REDACTED  • 

No. 
REDACTED 

Could  vou  say  anything  in  your  own  relationships  and  memories  over  the  years  of  dealing 
witf  DACTEDin  particular  and  his  wife,  about  his  character?  Would  he  be  the  land  of  person 
you  would  expect  to  tell  the  truth? 

REDACTED 

(long  pause). .  .As  far  as  I  know  I  would  expect  so. .  .1  mean  we  really  were  very 
close. .  .But  when  I  knew  him  I  didn't  think  that  he  would  have  anything  to  say. . 

REDACTED  '  . 

At  the  time  that  he  did  tell  you  about  this  incident,  that  was  already  was  10  years  ago 
when  that  conversation  took  place. 

REDACTED 

And  he  was  Uncomfortable,  he  was  in  denial,  and  I  told  him  that  if  it  still  bothers  you, 
you  should  probably  go  talk  to  someone. 

REDACTED 

And  subsequent  to  that  conversation  the  subject  has  never  been  broached  again  between 
the  two  of  you? 
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REDACTED 


REDACTED 

REDACTED  .„.,.. 

No.  nothing.  He  told  me'that  he-had  told  this  gu}         that  u  this  is  going  to  hurt  me 
redacted     at  all  ^  ^e  £oesri>t  want  me  to  be  a  part  of  it  at  all.  He  told  me  that. 
REDACTEDtold  me  ^  ^  j  reSpected  that.  He  said  'I  respectREDACTED  and  I  don't  want 
"this  to  affect  his  ministry  or  whatever  as  a  priest.  So  if  we  have  to  go  forward  without 
him,  then  ok...' 

REDACTED 

He  said  this  to  you  when? 
REDACTED 

When  I  spoke  to  him  on  the  phone.  When  he  called  about  going  to  lunch. 
REDACTED 

Is  there  anything  else  that  you  can  think  of  since  all  this  has  occurred  that  would  be  worth 
hearing. 


REDACTED 

The  one  tiling  that  has  bothered  me  and  I  don't  know  if  this  is  really  relevant,  I  hope  this 
doesn't  make  them  think  I  am  saying  this  because  Dick  and  I  didn't  have  the  best 
relationship.  Because  we  have  since  repaired  that.  We  were  in  Greece  and  Turkey 
together  and  it  was  nice,  to  be  on  the  same.trip.  Some  people  said  "Oh  my  gosh  you  are 
going  to  be  on  the  same  trip ... ."  And  I  said,  you  know  what,  it's  going  to  be  fine. 
Actually  it  will  probably  be  good.  It  was  very  nice  being  together  and  putting  that  in  the 
past. 

REDACTED 

I  think  that  concludes  our  interview. 
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■  '     '  :  :  REDACTED  '    '  ' 

On  Pebraary  13 ,  2qQ4REE^JE£^  ,  . . .  ,       Bishop  Mohtsotasrv  Hiah  ■ 

■  School.  543Q,ToiraQce  Blvd..  Torrsncs.  CA  90503,  telephone  n^ber REDACTED  ^  ^ 
^f^?!^?,  ceil  phons-MmksrR,EDArCTED        forrdshed the followiag3iHfo2id.atrGn  to^"""'^ 

vAoidenficed'lHfflself'as  a  REDACTED     retaitiedbyl&eCletgy'MxscoRduci  . 
Oversight  Board  of  the  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeies  to  conduct  an  mvsstigatipa&ito-  an 
,  allcgatioa.  ^REDACTED  ''iiiatMonsigD.orRi<iliardLoca2iis  sexually;  molesftad  hhs  while 
hew^a'fi^ant^PaterNoatarifi^liSelxoolja  1971-72t,  :-'  : 

'.  He  ipeiREDACTED  and. Ms  v4.f{RBDACTED  in  1993  when  he  was  a  serfllnsriait  assigned  to . 

St.Bti2^.otiiPaxlsbinVatt'Kuys.  .Paula.  wasREDACTED  aadshesn* 
'  -wec^REDACTED  They  3iavaREDACTED     and  live  is  a 

small  hausc  REDACTED        _         He  became  Meads  vvitiREDACTED       u  and  was' 

a-fi^u'eat.giaest'iflilhesriioaie.  Ha  has  attended  family  functions,  including  first  •  \. 

oojjttnifluoasf-and  confirmations  for  their  children,  sistse  he  left  St.  Eiizabet&PMsfc.aSsr. 
'  Jwtyaa  ordained  as  a  prick  on  -June  4. 1994.  He  still  sets  together  wiif EDACTED  aT30Uton.es' a. 
;  ^.REDACTED  REDACTED 

REDACTED  '  •  . 

redacted  /  a  «genfle  ty^g  0f  'g^»  W£0  speaks  in  a  "soft  voice."  He  came  firom.a  good-  "  • '. 
.'  tlalhoh'c.f^ly  arid  appi^  .  •■. 

REDACTED  '  .  .  '  .  .'-»«.  «      '  4  j.*-   j.        '        '  - 

has  Wffked  as  asecniity  goard  in  the  past  sad  toid  him  some  tos-e  ago  that-be  was  a 
body^a^1fe-%"presidetLtofasompaay. 

•  Just  "befoe-orj-ast  gifor  he  -wag  ordained  on  June  4, 1994,  ha  learaed  that  Ida-first  •  ■  ' 
•  ■  alignment  as  a  priest  ^quid-be  St  Anthony  Pa^  in  ward  where  Fathetf  Richard .  \ 
'Ibomis  was  the  pastor.  Aro'rad  that  same  ^^REDACTED  bimthatFafbet 

■  Locaa&lifld  done  s'oiaefhittg  of  a  sexual  nature  t         whsahe-was  m  high  school  and  • ' 
"""™^plabningto.tellhirn  about  it    '  ' 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 


°  subseraeutly  told  himle  was  alone  with  Father  Lobrois,  then  knewn  as  brother 

•.  '4"gra1ibsd,his  ciotch,!REDACTEDwgs  .'^comfortable5'  telling  him  about  ths.iae.ident  and  did  . 

'not' go.  feto'dctsil  about  wbafltad  happened  or  whether  it  had  happened  <mtsy^##ati&k 
•   CTao'tciasion.  •  He  got  the  depression,  however,  that  "it  'was  not  the  first  tints  * 

teptmeAr  He  had  some  iwolkctfoft  0fEDACTED  mentioning  samtfh&i  ahoiit.  Brother  ■  , 
'.'  Be<&et'^eater^ghimnoU<>say  . 

.  bim.  Hs  iBay-hivetoid""""0  to  think  about  getting  some  counseling  if  he  *rasasouhl«d  _ 
v  b^  the  incMefrl'  but  that  did  not  appearto  be  so^hja.he^geded.or^jt^jojo.  Their 
conversation  about  tEslnciaSe  was  very  brief  and  they  never  diaeusaedit  age*  afire  that 


/  about  it'otily 
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■•'  .        REDACTED  -  '  . 

"  .       •  ...  SnfsrAsw  of.  ie-Ci>»isnu&n 

.    ■  '  :      .    ■  PJtZFlZBGED  ^CONFIDENTIAL 

REDACTED  '  g/U   '!  ¥ V 

He^diiatj^O(rt13iej33sK^to^^eatt!is^r£A<3iocessbecaHse      .  apparently  bad^ 
•  no  tasaiiflk  of  doing  so  'and  he  as  a  newly  ordained  priest  assigned  to  Father  Loojfiia  '• 
parii3h^asiJOtiAclirisa..tO;.doso,.  *  , 

~D  4  ,     ..  REDACTED  "    '  .  ' 

never  said  an^tliaag  to  him  about-being  molested  vy  i 
anyone  (Mhetthan  Brother  Becfest  {Locrais,)  ■       '  '  ,  • 

!&s  assignment  to  Si-  Anthony  Parish  tmder.Fs&er  Loomis*  supervision  turned  <n*  to  be  .  _ 
a  very  diSIcnlt  first  j^gnnscht  &f  him  as  a  aew.priest  beoanse  of  their  personality  , 
diffitcacss.  Father  Loornis  is  a  "controlling  individual"  ai*d  was  not  jtfferestedmlus-ur;  _ 
ahyone  elsefs.iQpytor.ldeas.  He  v^alv^i^nglum  down  and  aevw  gave  . 
credits  ^acn^dnent  for  Ms  efforts.  H*REDACTED  w  vwy  aotive  m Jh*  $*a&  -rod  • 
schools  andl?aih'er  Lbonils  appeared  to  regent  or  «nvy  ^  popularity  with  tie  sttfdfcate 
,33idprashioneri.   '  .•  ,  .  ..  - 

A  retired  priest  ioae  6f  hisREDACTED  )  seminary  climates,  who  was  a  fttarcl of  his, 
wots  also  assigned  tp  St  ABthoriy  Parish,  There  was  anetontary  school  at  the  parish  . 
and  CathoHohigh  school  around' the  comer.'  _  ■ 

Fb  never  noticcd'a^yjhi^g untoward  shout  Father Loomis*  Interest  5a  or  t elationsMp  vduv. 
minors  ia  &«  parish orschopls/  H®  (Loomis)  was  not  all  that  engaged  or  interested  in 
youth  actinHes:  ... 

.'  He  bought  it  wafc  in^ropriats,  however,  for  Fsfcw  Loornis  to  allow  a  20  ye  drop- 
•out  «Xftm  to  st|in  the  parish  confer,  a  former  cornet  that  had I  tea  <^e^° 
offices  audgu^-qa^rters,  for  two  months.  Itdidaotlookgood&r  Fath^I^tr^d  ^  . 

^yW^talpead^  _  • 

He  was, stressed fomdeating wxfcFa&ar Loonus.by the sad  of  1* fej^ttS*- , 

Mthony  Parish  aad'kd  asked  to  he  transferred  to  another  P^^^Sf^S^  " 
'  ^a^h*cd^^  . 
• '  jniulyl9?5*  • 

Met  Uttato  to  succeed  3s  the  pastor  of  St  Anthony  P^h  by  Father  C^ry 

-.  'S^SSREDACTED^  St.  Anthony  Parish  for  a  BW^gnrn^t^Ss^h  1997.  . 
•'  -Ah  kvesti^tor  wREDACTED^hiscardw^  gu^d  atth^encp 

• .  REDACTED  t^l^fiX^^0^  3^  ^  50UM  ^  ^       ' ' 

'  7   SSSSr^i      not1  torn**  in  discussing  the  mater  • 
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Mzmswaf.  Continued 
PMVXL3SGSD  &  CONFIDENTIAL 


■REDACTED  ^e'^^'-e^eFthis  week about ^st^ together fo?lisicL..aeKt%vsElc, 
afid  hs  agreed  to  do  so  RED!?Ifdid,  t*bt  sav  anything  about  the  Loomis  master,  but  he.;  , 
•  ■  asewied  after 'te-ivas  coined  ^REDACTED       &aREDACTED  fiavitiag  Mm  to  lww* 
•■  has  somdSbiagto  dc  wflfi  &at.  He  will  probably  go  ahead  -wsta  OiS  lu«£liec&  xneatsne  wifh  ■ 
,REDACTED  because,;  *I  dpa't-TvaM  to  turn  my  back  013  him."  Hs  plans  to-  t&HREDACTED  /howwqv  . 

■  that  he  docs  not  want  id  'gd'drasjai  into  tfaa  litigation  in  fids  mattsr  ajjd  would  mot  disctsss 
ihaJ^oniisitiridCTtT^"fei?Sa: 

■  He  called;  Mcnsisnor.  Craig  Cos",  the  Vicar  for  Clergy,  and  told  bim  of  ikz  past  keident 

'  mvblVaugREDACTED  ^d  Consignor  Loomis  and  recent  developments  in  that  regard. 
•MonstgaOTCaxtomhisp'to.c^lREDACTED  whoksRVestigatrngtHsinaiter-forthe  . 
.  Clergy  Hiscoaduct'O^^^  ' 


OATH  OF  TRUTHFULNESS 


I  have  reviewed  the  record  of  my  testimony  and  I  hereby  swear  that  in  answering  the  questions  I 
have  told  the  truth,  the  whole  truth  and  nothing  hut  the  truth,  so  help  me  God. 

Given  this  30th  day  of  July  in  the  Year  of  Our  Lord  2004  at  the  Curia  of  the  Archdiocese  of  Los 
Angeles. 


REDACTED 


ARCHDIOCESAN  SEAL 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 


PBIYILEGED  CONFIDENTIAL 


On 'January  7, 2Q04R^DACTED  ,  Archdiocese  of  Lo$  Anseles; 

3423'WiIshire  Blvd.;  Los  Angeles,  CA  90010-2202,  telephone numbeiRE DACTE D 
'furnished  the'  following  irformation  tREDACTED    who  identified  himself  as  a  Canonical 

Auditor  retained  by  the  Clergy.  Miscoiduct  Oversight  Board  of 'the ^Archdiocese  of  Los 
'Angeles  to' conduct  an  investigation  too  an  allegation  byKtUA(-  1  tu  that  Monsignor  . 

Richard  Loomis'seWly  molested  him  while  he  was  a  student  at  Pater  NosterHigh 

School  in  19'71-72:  :    .'  . 

She  has  been  agister  with  the  Sisters  of  the  Holy  Child  Jesus,  which  is.headquartered  in 
Pennsylvania,  since  1956.  S'he',grew  up  in  Pasadena,  California.  She  has  an      .    : .. 
undergraduate-degree  in  history  and  a  Master  of  Arts  degree  in  religious  studies  firom  .  • 
•.  immaculate  Heart  College  in  Los  Angeles.  She  also  has  a  Master  of  Arts  degree  m  . 
pastor^  counseling  to  •    ;  '  ' 

w,*™aREDACTED  [inLosAhgele^.ftom 
1968  to'1976.  She  w&REDACTED  ™  • 

.  1977  to  1982.'  Sheretumed  to  the  United  States  in  1982  and  served  a'        -  ■  "=u  . 

REDACTED 

:The  entire  patient  population  at  St  Luke's  was  clergy  and  religious  personnel '  The.  '  ■ 
patientpopuiation  was 'predominately  compulsive  sexual  disorders,  including,  me  sexual 
•abuse  of  riiinors  by  cler'gy;  the  first  sexual  abuse  of  minors  lawsuit  against  the'Chutoh 
,  occurred  in'1985  .and  staff  members  from  St  Luk^s  v/ere  sent  around  the  country  to  - 
edticate  dioceses  oil  the'issue sbf  sexual  abuse  of  minors.  ' 

^REDACTED  :  during  her  first  two  years  at  St  Luke's  and  a 

REDACTED  for  two  years  afteT  that.  ShewaREDACTED 

.'  REDACTED  it  St.  Luke's  for  the  last  y'ear-and-half  she  wasthere.  " 

•  She  returned  to  Los  Aingeles.'in  1994  where  she  was  involved  in  private  practice  ait  m  ' 
;  individual  counseling  and  spiritual  director  until  February  1996  when  .she.  accepted  a  ■ 

.  'position as  Redacted    -  "St.  .  • 

•  John's  sWnWrvmCafiiarillo;  She  served  in  that  capacity  until  June  lyyywa^n  she 

m  redacted  :  She  took  off 

tecam — — 0~~  :  Ap 

a  year  after  that  to  take  care  oiKtUMU  1  tu 

She  became  theREDACTED  for  to  Archdiocese  of  Los:  Angeles  on 

•April  ,1,2002,  Jjfa  supervisor  v^JMurag^  ■ 
Vicar  for  Clergy  for  'the  Archdiocese.  .      . '  . 

'    She.firstmet  Consignor  Loomis  in  1996  when  she  was  assigned  as  a  counselor  at  St^i 
Johh's  Seminary  in  Camarillo  and  he  was  the  Vicar  for  Clergy  for  the  Archdiocese.  The, 
'  -had  occasional  discussions  on  issues  involving  priestly  formation. .     '  _ 
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.     REDACTED  ' 
Interview  oj           .  .  -Ccmtteued 

PJJIVTLSGEU  &  COTOIDENTIAL 


.She  found  Monsignor  Loomis  to  be  polite,  pleasant  and  reserved.  He  was  a  "bit 
standoffish,"  which  led  her  to  think  when  she  first  met  him  that  he  was  BritislLjhe  •. 

■  never  had  'kny  personal  is^uesjyith  Monsignor  Loomis  and  he  always  conducted  himself, 
'mtp^smaml  and  .appx^iSaoinner  whenshe  was  around  him.  Ho  let-h*r  do  her  job 
•aid  she  always  felt  comfortable  about  going  to  him  concerning,  difficult. issues  and  cases. 

'  He  was  "generous  and  pastoral"  and  she  appreciated  Ms  input  and  support. 

There  was  a  lot  of  pressure  'cn'Monsignor  Loomis  and  his  staff  as  a  result  of  the  fallout 
from  the  sexual  abuse:of  minors  allegations  in  the  Boston  Archdiocese?  and  the  Lass  ■ . 
. '  Angeles  Archdiocese  was  dyerburdened  with  allegations  against  its  clergy.  Monsignor 
Loomis  was  very  empathstic  about  reaching  out  to  victims  of  child  sexual  abuse  and  was 
very  involved  in  setting  up  a  Safe  environment  program  for  children  in  the  Archdiocese. 

She  an<REDA<^TED   .      a  Jesuit  priest  who  worked  as  a  cBmcal  consultant  under 
'  Monsignor  Loomis,  were*  good  friends  from  the  time  she  was  a  counselor  and  he  was  the 
:'  .director  of  clinical  psychology tat  St.  Luke's  Psychiatric  Hospital.  REDACTED  was   •  ■ 
•  bright,  funny  and  talented'.-  She  helped  him  with  his  paperwork  at  the  Archdiocese  fiom 
.  .tike  to  time.  • 

REDACTED " 


.REDACTED  w^«'aCcepting^  of  Monsignor  Looniis  as  his  supemsormdnevet' - 
mentjonea  aaything.to  her  about  inappropriate  conduct  on  Ms  partREDACTED  felt  - 
"betrayed"'by  Ms' Jesuit  'Order  for  the  role  it  played  in  his  intervention  and  removal  from 
ministry,  butnever  blamed  Monsignor  Loomis  for  what  happened  to  him  in  mat  regard. 
Sue  felt'  that  Monsignor  Loomis  dealt  fairly  wittRED  ACTED  tmder  those  . 

•  ckcvimstaaces.  -  •  ■  ' 

•  ■  Monsignor  Loomis.  hired^  E  D ACT  E  D  t0  ^REDACTED  M  a  ^ 

"  psychologist  MoyrihjR  E  DACTE  D  ,  removal  from  ministry  in  1 999.  jsyexjaw, 

.  '  anything  negative  about  Monsignor  Loomis  to  her.REDACTED;vho  was  married  and  had  two 
^Eerr^eagned^ilH^^iOOS  because  he  was  depressed  and  burned  out  from  the  ■ 
stress  of  dealing  with  sexual  abuse  of  minors  cases  fox  the  four  years  he  was  in  that 
\  position.  He  is  now  in  private  practice.         -  '  .' 

'.  In  early  June  2W2,  an  adult  male  left  a  message  tmJascmj^sSjSs^sJS^S^'  ■ 
•maI5gagTaT£»^&  in  a  very  high 

■  ^^t^Tl^^^  sexual  abuaeTWhotline  number  for  the  ■ 

^'^SiM5Q5«u^S^SS,S  their  bulletin.  A  recorded.rasssage  at  that  numb^r.asks  .the 

' ' '  caller  to  leave  a  voice  message sandhis  or  her  name  and  telephone  number  it  tlrepersor?  ' 
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Interview  .^REDACTED  .continued 
PRIVILEGES  &  CONFIDENTIAL 


Her  recoliecticm.of  .that  call  was  £ha1REDACTED  told  her  the  incident  took  place  durmg.tb 


. REDACTED 


According  tc  "Dick"  Loornis  asked  him  to  accompany  him  and  some  alter  boys 

"  flbey  had  been  working  with  on  an  afternoon  swim  outing  at  a  park  swimming  pool,'  and  • 
■  he  agreed  to.  do  so.  While  the  two'  of  them  were  apparently  watching  the  boys  at  the  pool, 
,  >'Dick"  Loom'is  purportedly  commented  tbREDACTED  "Look  at  those  hoys.  Iney're  _ 
>•  pretending  they  don't  even  know  they  have  a  hard-on,"  That  was  the  extentof  Lopmis  a 
"  remfflk3a1rinffthatliiie>bntREDACTEDfelthe  should  report  the  incident  as  he  found  at 

^"T  xREDACTED  ...... 

•  unsettlmt 
REDACTED 


■     She  told  Michael  that  '-"Dick"  Loomis's  comment  about  the  boys  was  inappropriate,  but 
she  did  not  know  if  it.  was  something  that  was  "reportable"  as  a  specific  violation  of  the  , 
sexual  abuse  of  minors  policy.REDACTED 

REDACTED 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 
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:  .    •  .  .       '  Interview  REDACTED  -Continued 

PRIVILEGED  &  CONFIDENTIAL 

•  Seminary,  and  reported  the-iacident  to  him.  He  told  her  he  would  discuss  the  matter -with 
Mensignor  Loomis.'  '.  ..  . 

.  '  Mbnsignor,C'px  subsequently  told  her  he  had  spoken  with  Monsignor  Loomis  arid  'Jhg, ;  , 
'  denied  the  incident  ever  happened.''  Monsignor  Loomis  also  told  Monsignor' Cos  that  he 
had  never -taken  alter  boys  to  a  public  swimrning  pool 

REDACTED  her-she  viewed  the  incident  a$  a '*non-issue,M 


'  She  later  br ought, the  matter  tip  with  Monsignor  Loomis  personally  and  told  him  she  "felt 
badlyabaut  getting  the  call."  She  felt  "awkward"  bringing  the  subject  up  with  .  ■  ■ 
.  -Monsignor  Lo'orais*  but  he  did  not  appear  at  all  upset  or  concerned  about  her-  doing  so 
•   and Md  her  "he  had  jno  memory  of  anything  like  that,  ever  hapgenkg."  He  said  be-never 
/  went  swiirurdng  at  a*^^cpooI7but  orr^^^ca^iolir^^kmsoTne  alter  boys  to  swim 
1  \  .at  bis  parents' home  pool^-  .    '  ' 

-  Monsignor  Loomis,  was  assigned  as  pastor  of  a  parish  in  San  Marina  on  'My  1, 2003.  . 
j  Before'he  left  for  Ms-new  assignment,  shetoMMm  she  hadshredded  the  written  report 
(  shehadprepjired  on  the  matter  fayoivininK^^ 

■  i . ine way oTwntteh records^ but was not^oncmelabQUt dlStroying hercopy of. her. report^ 

and 


'  onjhaft  matterbecause  she  had  given  copies  of  it  to  Monsignor  Cox  and  Redacted 
\  ,  assumed  they  would  put  therr.cop'ies  in  a  file  for  future,  reference  if  needed.   •  : 

.  Monsignor  Looinis'  never  brought  up  the  matter  with  her  and  never  tried  to  influence  her 
in  anv  way  with'  regard  to  herpreparing  a  report  on  the  call  she  received  from  Michael 

REDACTED  or  her  decision  to -shred  her  copy  of  the  report  It  was  something  that  did  hot ' 
appear  to  concern  him.      ';•  •  ■ 


REDACTED 
REDACTED 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 


REDACTED         Consignor  Cox  told  her  that  same  afternoonabout  an  allegation  in  • 
'  the  Complaint  fovolviag^^ 

not  know  any  of  the  details  concerning  the  allegation  against  Monsignor  Loomis. 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 
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Interview  (REDACTED  .QMrttaued 
PRIVILEGED  &  CONKQJENtiAL 


REDACTED  redacted 

REDACTED  REDACTED 

REDACTED 

REDACTED 


REDACTED 

REDACTED 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 


PRIVILEGED  &  CONFIDENTIAL 


•On  January  12, 200.4REDACTED 
redacted  telephon.e  auhabe™^0       .  tel^honieally  furnished  the  foUowhig  ' 

'  '  .Wbimaliont<;REDACTED  who  identified  himself  as  a  (redacted  ; ).  . 

"  retained  by  the  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board  of  the  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles- to 
•  ■  '•     'conduct  an  investigation  into  ah*uegatioiib:REDACTED i  that  Consignor  JHchaxd 

Loomis'  sexually  molested  him  while  he  was  a  student  at  Pater  Noster.  High  School  in  • 
1971-72:"' •■  ■     •  ''..     '■  • 

REDACTED  .  •  rfdactfd 

caIlc^EDAC1HDlitttMpcja»  t  'leaving  his  business  card  in 

redacted    maiIbox  on  January-  9, 2004,  with  a  note  to  call  him  concarning-Msgr.  . 
Ri'ch^Loorais.).  "'  ■ 

'  .  .REDACTED 

'    He  left  the  nriesthood  inabout  1986  or  1987  and  subsequently  wwkBd_        _    _    . . 

.  ',.    REDACTED  redacted 
He  was"  |REDACTED  bEt minored  irREDACTED  collet  and  had  severa  , 

'.  .    redacted     W]io- suggested  he  seek  employment  kmeREDACTED  fi^d  afterheleft  • 

.'•'-'  .^priesthood.' He  spent  n^ 

■   '  with  him  and  his  wife  at  the  large  home  they  own  at°E  DACTED 

•  REDACTED  ,He  and  his  wife  now  live  there  alone.  • 

. .  •  i  addition  to  caringfor  his  parents  in  Eeu  of  working  full  time,  Ma  ability  to  workona^ 

■  regular'baais'during'mepait.lO  years  has  been  lirnited  by  me  affects  of  havmg 

..''  redacted'  '  His  memory  has  also  been  affected  by 

those  health  conditions  ,as  he  has  always  been  an  avid  reader,  but  can  no  longer  retain  or 
••  .  .•  rdraember  spm^wing  he  read  moments  earlier.  .'    ,,  , 

Pater  Noster  High'  School  at  the  same  time.  Msgr.  Loomis,  who      *£™  M 
,    Becfet  at  that  time,  was  the  Dean  of  Discipline  at  the  school.  He  was  known 

.  ■  '  ajREDACTED  .The  two  of  them  subsequently  attended  St.  John'.s  Seminary  in  the  i  ■ 

■  '  same  class  of  about  16  seminarians.  He  and  Richard  Loomis  wert*  Mends  and  ^'hung  : 
.  -  around  together"  with  a;  group  of  brothers,  seminarians  and  priests  during  that  time  ■ 

•  '  period.  His  last  contact  with  .Richard  Loomis  was  in  1991  when  he  (Loomis)  attended,  his 
fathers  funeral  ■  ...  ' 

.       Richard  Loomis  was  "always,  very  upfront,  proper,  punctual  and  professional"  jn-hfa  ^  ■ 
.  personal  and  vocational^  His  personality  was  "stoic"  as  though  h^riad  an  Enghsu 
.      •  background." 

•  .    '  Me  was  not  aware  that  Msgr.  Ldomis  had  been  named  as  a  defendiantiri  a  lawsuit  filed  by. 
'    •  :aformersmdentat?aterNosterffighSchoolaccusmgh^ 
'  while  He  was  a  student  there  in  1971-72. 
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,  PRIVILEGED  &  CONFIDENTIAL 

,  .  ■  ■  •  Interview  of  REDACTED  Caatiituei 

■  The  name  of  the  complainant  in  that  lawsuit^EDACTED  is«fai»iliaf',aiid"rittgsa  • 
bell,"  as'a  name  from,the  past  at  Pater  Noster  High  SchooL  buUhat  was  all-he  recalled  . 
about  the  name.  He  had  ao' memory  or  recollection  of  as  a  person  or  • 

student  .  •  ./ 

Richard  Lo'drois  was  hot  the  kind  of  person  to  engage  in  that  type  of  conduct  and  he 
never  heard  anytidng  derogatory  about  mm  m' that  regard.  He  hadno  recollection  of 
"^rother  Becket"  socializing  0/  interacting  on  a  personal  basis  with  students>t  Pater 
■ "  NosterHigh  School.  Brother  Becket  "kept  his  distance"  from  students  as  a  faculty  •• 

•  member  and'  the ipeari  of  Discipline.  •• 

.  He  was'  also  not  aware  that  the  lat^DACTED     _         he  heardthat  he  died)'had 
•.  been  named  in  the  saine  lawsuit  byK  UAU 1  tu  as  someone  who  had  also  sexually;  .  ■ 
molested  him'during ,that  same  time  period.  /  '.  , 

REDACTED       was  a  priest  at  Holy  Trinity  Parish  in  Atwater,  which  was  near  Pater  •. 
•  Nostef  High  School.  Holy  Trinity'  Parish  was  a  '"feed-in  school  for  Pater  Noster'  High  •  / 
.  School.;"  Many  of  their  high' school  students  came  from  that  parish's,  grade,  school. 

■  He  meREDACTED      when  someone  referred  him  toREDACTEl       a  after  he  • 
expressed  an  titensst  in  leaving  the  Brothers  of  St,  Patrick  Order  to  become  a  priest.  He 
'  metwithREDACTED         at  Holy  Trinity  Parish  about  his  interest  in  the  priesthood  and 
REDACTED       ^anged;for1hetwo.ofthemtomectwithREDACTED>     atthb'  •.  ' 

Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles^which  led  to  his  attending  St.  John' s  Seminary  and . ' 
'.becoming  a  priest. 

•  He  had  little  or  no  contact  witlREDACTED      after  that  and  had  no  recollection  of 

'  seeing.  Wm  with  Brother.  Becket  or  on  the'Pater  Noster  High  School  campus.  He  did  not  ■ 

•  knowifREDACTED     andBrother  Becket  were  friendly  or  spent  any  time  together: ' 
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PRIVILEGED  &  CONFWBNTldL  . 

■  Review  of  ctf$0  file-,- 
redacted  ^  ATchh^hop  of  Los  Angeles 


Oh  August  7,  2000,'  the  case  was  settled  with  the  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angele^or  its  .  • 
&«iig  to  donate  $i0;O00  to  the  Siitn  Wa.  of  %D^-e  Master, on  • 
be&alf  of  the  lion  family.  Nothing  was  paidtc  or  the 
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REDACTED 


OnM^ckSO^OO^™?!!-0-.--,    „    -     -  • 

.  telephone  nnmbe'xRE  DACTE  D  ■  furnished  'the  following  information  tcREDACTED  wfo 
identified  himself  as,  aREDACTE  D      retained  by  the  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight 

•  Soard  Qf.the'Axchdioceseo^'Los  Angeiesto  conduct  an  investigation  into  ah  allegation  of 
semUhWofa.niiaor;byM6nsignorlUchafdLoomis:  • 

She  knew  .Richard  Loomis  as..  a  seminarian  at  Corpus  Christi  Parish  and  elementary  ... 
•school  about  30  years  ,ago  and  a  member  of  a  prominent  and  well  known  family  in  Pacific 

•  Palisades.  She  was  hotaequaihted.  with  the  Loomis  family,  but  knew  that  Richard 

•  Loomi's  worked  at-  the  Corpus  Chri3ti  Elementary  School  during  the  sninmer  when  he  was 
in  the  seminary;  She 'recalled  he  rode  a  motorcycle  and  had  a  vague  recollection  mat  he 

'  may  have  c'omCby  or  passed  by  her  residence  on  his  motorcycle.  Loomis  may  have 
given •hei'so5REDACTED  wio  was  a  student  at  Corpus  Christi  Elementary  School,  a  ride  .on 
.  his  motorcycle.  ..''"'  .  •  *  • 

redacted^  ^  youngest  of  her  five  children,  which  includesREDACTED 
HerREDACTEVbunge6t.children.attended  Corpus  Christi  Elementary  School- 

'  She' had  only  -si  vague'recollection  of  the  incident  involving  Richard  Loomisforidling  her 

•  sojredacted  '^eji-he  was  ^^e^  she  was.  convinced  that  the  incident  actually 
happened' as  told  io  hef.by  at  the  time. 

.  Her.  recollection  'dfthe  incident  was  that  she-went  intcREDACTED  bedroom to kiss  him  . 

•  good  night  wherr  she  realized  that  "something  was  wrong"  with  him.  was  a  very 
bright'  outgoing  and  gobd-lookins  child,  and  she  could  see  that  he  was  not  his,  usual  self 
that  night,  When  she  askecREDACTED  what  was  wrong,  he'  told  her  that  Richard  Loomis 
had  fondled  huh;  'She  has  probably  blocked  out  the  details  of  the  incident  as  ft  ws  told 
to  her  byREDACTED  at  that  time,  but  recalled  mat  she  was  terribly  upset  with 
accountofwhatRichardLooim^haddonetohim.  She  went  to  her  doctor  the  next  day.  • 

•  and  her- blood  pressure  was  something  like  190  over  120- 

redacted      ^t^^tfced  by  the  incident,  which  to  her  knowledge  occurred  oniorsiy 
'  one  occasion;  and  he  and  everyone  else  in  their  family  put  it  behind  them  and  went  on  • 
.  .with  their. fives.  She. did  not  specifically  recall  meeting  with  or  reporting  the  mcident  to  . 
REDACTED       ,  the  associate  pastor  at  Corpus  Christi  Parish,  or  Monsignor  RicharoV 
■  Cotter,  me  pastor  of  the  parish  at  the  time,  but  she  may  have  done  so  and  blocked  that 
memory  out  of  hermincL  Herhusban™had  avery  vo^  ' 
..  .have  made  a  big-issue  of  the  incident  if  he  took  it  upwittKtUA^  i  tu  oi 

REDACTED         ■  ,.   .'    '.  '  '. 

'  Her  other'  Son  an'd  daughters'were'  aware  of  the  incident  involvingREDACTED  aiid  Richard  , 
Looniis,'  but  it  was  not  something  that  would  have  been  discussed  outside  their  immediate 
'  family.  She  has  never  discussed  the  incident  with  any  of  her  friends. . 
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She  had  no  recolectmnabouj  how  the  iacident  was  handled  ^REDACTED  ^  ^  ^ 

•  been  a  friend  6i  and  her  family  for  many  years,  01R  ED  ACTED 

"  -  'She  saw  Richard  Loomis  again  years  after  the  incident  when  he  was  the  principal  of 
'  Mary  Star,  of  the  Sea  School-  in  San  Pedro  andREDACTED 

there,  and  was  cordial  toward  him.  Father  Loomis  was  very  highly  regarded  at  the  school 
.and  apparently  had  done  a-'lot  of  good  things  in  his  capacity  as  principal.  Her  attitude  at 
•the  time- was  .one  of  forgiveness  for  his  transgression  involving  her  SOnREDACTED  and  she 
'simply  put  the  incident  behind  her.  For  that  reason,  she  would  have  been  cordial  toward 
Loomis  regardless  ^f  what  he  had  done  to  her  souREDACTED  She  did  not  feel  any  . 
■  animosity  toward  him  at  that  time,  • 

She  recalled  flunking  to;  herself,  "Oh,  brother,"  when  she  read  or  heard  that  Richard  ' 
-Loomis  had  beetinanied'yibar  of  Clergy  for  the  Los  Angeles  Archdiocese,  based  on  her 

recollection  of  what  he  had  done  to  her  son.  She  has  had  no  contact  with  Richard  Loomis 
.'  for  over  20  years  and  'put. the  incident  involving  him  and  her  soeredacted  behind  her.  -It 

has  never  been  something  she  and  REDACTEDhave  dwelled  on. 

> '  She  hadpretty  much-  forgottenthe  incident  until  recently  when*™0™  told  her  that™* 
REDACTED;an'investf  gator  for/the  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles,  would  be  calling  her  ' 
concerning  this  matter  as  :he'  had  been  previously  interviewed  about  it  byREDACTED 

•  It  bothered  heir  to.  learri  that'  an  investigator  representing  Richard  Loomis  in  this  matter 
had  called  friends  of  her  family  in  Pacific  Palisades  to  inquire  about  their  knowledge-  of 
this  incident  as  it  was  something  that  had  never  been  discussed  outside  her  immediate 
family,  and  was  ^private  inatter  that  should  not  be  the  subject  of  such  ah  inquiry.  , 
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n  S-1-       '  >  REDACTED 

On  February  3>2G04,  ,  REDACTED 

REDACTED  Redondo  Beach,  C A  90177,  telephone  number  ,  , 

redacted  taished-'metonqwing  information  tcREDACTED  who  identified  himself  as  a 
redacted         .'  retained  by  the  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board  °^^pEDACjED 

•  Archdiocese  ofLpsAngelesto  conduct  an  investigation  into  an  allegation  bj 
redacted  ^t  jvionsignor  Richard  Loomis  sexually  molested  him  while  he  was  a  student 

at  Fatex.Noster  HighSchooi  .in  1971-72: 

"  •  "  RFDACTFD        t  ' 

■  fie  met  Msgrl  Richard'Loomis  in  the  summer  of  1974  whence  "  was  the 

associate  pastor  at  Corpus-'Cbristi  Parish  and  gf  ade  school  in  Pacific  Palisades  and     •  . 

- '  Richard  Loomis  was  a  seminarian  assigned  to  perform  various  duties  at  the  parish  during 

,  his  summer  break  from  St.  .Joint  Seminary  in  Carnarillo.  He  Redacted     >  wa3  the  . 

.  associate  pastor  at  Corpus  CMsti  Parish  from  June  1973  through  February  1977.  He  . 

'•'•'pretty  much  'ran  the  parish  as  .the  pastor,  REDACTED         was  gone  much-  of  the 

•  tirn'e.REDACTED 

RichardXo6mis:grew'up. iti Pacific  Palisades  and  stayed  at  his  parents'  home  there  during 
his  summer  break  from  the  seminary.  His  grandfatherREDACTED   was  a  famous'  • 
developer  who  wasXesponsible  formuch.of  the.growth  of  Pacific  Paiisad&s. 

■ '  Richard  Loomis  had  previously  taught  at  nearby  Si  Monica  High  School  when  he  was.  a 

'  brother  with,  the  Order,  of  St  Patrick  prior  to  entering  the!  serninary  to  become  a  priest.  . 

REDACTED        -who  was  a  brother  in  the  same  religious  order,  also  taught  at  St. 
'Monica  High.  School  and'  attended  St.  John  Seminary  at  the  same  time  as  Richard  ' 
LQojijjaREDACTED  left  the  priesthood  years  later  under  a  cloud  of  allegations  of 

.  sexuai  rmsconduct 'inyolving  young  boys.  • 

•  It  struck  Mm  as  a  bit  odd  at  the.  time  that  Richard  Loomis  always  had  a  followbg  of  fifth 
'  and  sixth  grade  boys' with  him  when  he  performed  hia  assigned  duties,  most  of  which 

•  involved  cleaning'' chores  at  the  parish  and  school  Something  about  the  presence  of  • 
yojing  boys  around  Loomis- at  all  times  botheredhim;  but  he  did  not  take  issue  with  it 
until 'the  summer  afi  974,  when  the  parents  of  a  fifth  grade  boy  namecR  ED  ACTED 
complained  to'rum  about  another  young  man  hanging  around  the  school  and  having  too 

.  much  personal'  and  telephonic  .contact  with  their  son. 

'  •  't fte;  usrson-'m  question  was  a1  good  looking  young  man  from  Ireland  who  was  a  chauffer  • 
fo-RED ACTED  and  would  often  drop  off  and  pick  up  - 

REDACTED  who  attended  Corpus  Christi  Grade  Schoolat  the 

time;-  The  VoUhK  man,  who  may  have  been  an  aspiring  actor  while  serving  as^  . '  •  . 

.'•  REDACTED         began  showing  up  on  m^gq^rTprf  ev^cn  a^xE^  n0t 
mere  and  apparently  showed  a.lot  of  interest  iuKtUAU  1  tu  REDACTED 

•  redacted  were  very  upset  when  they  came  to  bim  to  complain  abou^1^  tu 
redacted  ^^.nK  ^ound  m  sbhool  md  dropping.by  or  calling  uieir  horn*  to  talk-wito 

.  redacted  HsREDACTED  toldtfrREDACTED  i  he  would  contacREDACTED  about 
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'     '     -.  Interview  ffyRED ACTED  ^Continued 

PRIVILEGED  &  CONFIDENTIAL 

.    their  concerns  and  put  astob.to  the  voims  man  standing  time  on  the  school  grounds.  He 
subsequently  spoke  wiftREDACTED  told  him  later  that  he  had  ,   •  . 

■  teOTirxatedtiiechauffer  and  sent  him  hack  to  Ireland, 

■   •  During  the  same' meeting  wMlh«REDACTED  ,  however,  they  told  him  that  they  and 
other  parents  of  boys  in  the.  school  were  concerned  about  Richard  Loomis  "banging 

•  aroundkids  all  the  time?'  REDACTED   aiso  told  him  at  that  time  that  their  son  . ' 
redacted  ^  foid'them  that  Richard  Loomis  had  "fondled  or  groped"  him  in.. the 

swiping' pool  at  their  home  or  possibly  at  another  location. 

Richard  Loomis'  parents  owned  a  big  house  near  the  intersection  of  Sunset  Boulevard  . 
'    and  Chautauqua  Boulev'ard  in  Pacific  Palisades.  He  did  not  know  if  there  was  a '•     '  • 

•  swiirmrihg  pool  on.  their  property. 

•.He  toid  meREDACTED  he,  would  make  sure  Richard  Loomis  was  not  around.children  at 
.their  parish  and  school  in  the  &ture.  , 

REDACTED  wasREDACTED 

•  REDACTED  ;  He  has  since  died,  but  his  wife  is  still  living  in  Pacific 

Palisades,  .Their  sorREDACTED' who  was  one  of  six  children,  is  now  a  very  personable  and 
REDACTED 

The  incident  involvin£REDACTED  apparently  occurred  on  only 'one  occasion.  . 

Richard  'Loomis  had  completed  his  summer  assignment  at  Corpus  Cbxisti  Parish  by  then  . 
.  of  very  soon  thereafter..  He'  did  not  confront  Loomis  or  report  the  incident  at. the- time,  but 
.  made  sure  Loomis  was  .riot  around  children  and  never  returned  to  the  parish  or  school  as  a' 
seminarian  after  that.  ■ 

•  He  did  hot  recall  Richard  Lboicnis  teaching  a  bible  course  at  Corpus  Christi  Parish  during  ' 

•  the  summer  of  1974' ox  at  'any  other  time. 

•  .  REDACTED  • 

He  subsequently  had  fairly  regular  contact  with  Msgr.  Richard  Loomis  when  he 
redacted-^  assigned  to  the  Airchdiocesan  Catholio  Center  in  Los  Angelas  for  eight  years 

•  and  Msgr.  Loomis  was  Vicarfor  Clergy  there.  He  did  not  have  any  personal  issues  with 
.Msgr.  Loomis  during  that  time-  • 

He  mentioned  the  incident  involving  Richard  Loomis  andREDACTED       to  someone 
'    about  a  year  ago  and  that  person  suggested  he  call.Msgr.  Craig  Cox  about  it,:  which  he  did 
recently  after  noticing-  in  an  internal  communication  to  all  priests  that  Msgr.  Richard 

•  •  Loomis  was  named  as  a.  defendant  in  a  child  sexual  abuse  lawsuit  friM  aaainst  the  •  . 

.    Archdi6cese..Msgr,.Cox  told  him  he  would  refer  tins  matter  tcR  ED  ACT  ED    _  ^ 
■  ■  head  'of  the.Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight.Board  for  the  Archdiocese,  and  someone  would 
.  be  in  touch  With  Mnt  concerning  the  matter.  •'  • 
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.     REDACTED      _  „  . 
Interview  oj  i—Coittinum 

'  ..'    '         .'.•".-'  '  ..'       ■pWVJLEVm  &  CONFIDENTIAL 

.  He  was  friendly  witii  theREDACTED  |gmily  and  still  has  periodic  contact  withREDACTED  '  . 
redacted  ^      ^^j^-^  He  brought  up  the  groping  incident  • 

iiivolvingRi<;har^L<x>mis'fviflREDACTEDani  has  never  mentioned  it  to  Mm. 

REDACTED  :^2d  redacted    ,         %Q  ^  REDACTED     ,  e.xplain  the 

.  nature  of  the-  inyestigationpf  Msgr.  L'oomis  resulting  from  the  lawsuit  filed  against  him 
and  the  Archdiocese' of  Los  Angeles  for  alleged  sexual  abuse  of  a  minor,  and  asfe  him  if . 
■'  he  would  be  willing  to  telep'honieally  discuss  withR  E  D  ACT  ED  the 
■  ■ '  details 'of  the  incident  involving- Richard  Loorais  reportedly  groping  tew.  in  a'swimming-'  • 
•  pool  in  approximately  i9?4,REDACTED  readily  agreed  to  caJIREDACTED  and 
'breach  this  subj  ect  with  hini  for  .the  purpose  of  setting  the  stage  f0rREDACTED  to  ■ 
telephonfcally '  contact  and'interyiew  him  concerning  that  matter. 
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St.  lahJoremjoe/Mcwtyr  Church 


13  March  04 


Dear  Craig: 

These  are  relevant  "items."  that  were  relayed  to  me  on  Friday  am. 
A  number  of  calls  were  made  to  folks  who  were  in  the  Palisades 
when  I  was  there.  I  guess  they  were  known  to  Dick  Loomis,  as 
well.  My  friendREDACTED       was  the  person  who  called  me. 

REDACTED 

.  was  called  by  a  detective,  who  said  he  was  calling  for  Msgr. 
Loomis,  who  had  retained  him  to  investigate  the  charges  against 
him.  Later,  when  I  talked  to  her,  she  was;  not  sure  that  he  used  the 
words  "retained  by."  (Coincidentally,  her  number  is  unlisted). 
He  stated  that  he  had  called  other  folks  from  Pacific  Palisades.  He 
kept  insisting  that  I  was  the  pastor  then.  He  further  stated  that  I 
had  been  covering  this  up  for  30  years!  Betty  insisted  that  I  was 
not  the  pastor  and  he  stated  that  she  was  incorrect.  I  was  "in 
charge  of  the  parish"  during  those  years  according  to  him. 

He  also  said  that  if  the  charges  were  true,  why  didn't  her  best 
friend  tell  her?  That  best  friend,  according  to  him,  was  the  young 
boy's  mother.  That  was  not  true.  was  a  friend  but  not  a 

J  .  .  ,      1      i      t    ,  REDACTED  REDACTED 

best  friend.  He  also  said  whv  hadn  t  told  her  soi 

who  were  best  friends  REDACTED himself  said  that  his  parents 
handled  the  matter  and,  at  that  age,  he  just  moved  on  in  his  young 
life. 

REDACTED 

He  said  that  he  was  going  to  call  me  as  well  as  I  asked 

REDACTED  ^  ^REDACTED      ^  ^  ^  ^  tQ  mswQT  ^  questi()ns>  M 

attorney  friend  told  me  not  to  answer  the  questions  but  to  be  polite. 

REDACTED 
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He  also  told  me  not  to  tell  anyone  else  to  answer  any  questions.  I  • 
am  still  questioning  that. 

Craig,  it  occurred  to  me  as  I  thought  these  over  that  there  are  two 
things  that  concern  me.  First,  the  type  of  questions  that  this  guy 
asked  would  not  seem  to  be  of  any  benefit  to  Dick  Loomis. 
Secondly,  I  am  wondering  if  this  person  could  be  representing  the 
other  party,  the  plaintiff,  somehow  showing  that  I  did  not  take  care 
of  things.  And  since  I  represented  the  Church. ...  In  other  words, 
trying  to  say  that  there  was  a  pattern  of  covering  up. 
Hate  to  lay  all  of  this  on  you. 

I  think  that  this  is  what  you  wanted.  Maybe  more  than  you 
wanted. 

Anyway,  best  wishes  and  prayers  during  these  difficult  times. 


Sincerest  Blessings. 

REDACTED 


•  PERSONAL  &  CONFmSNTIAL 

■  REDACTED 

^redacted  •  retake  by  the  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board-nft^  _ 

A-chd^ocese  of  Los  Angeles  to  conduct  an  investigation  into  aaaUegarion.  b:  • 
ASSSStd  Loomis  sexually  molested  him  while  He  w^a.  student 
at  Pater  Noster  high  School  in-l  971-72:  _  ■• 

.  He  Wbia:toi**«tSi.  V^ent  de  Paul,  a  co-educational  high  school  in  Petate 
whichis  one  hour'nqrthof  San'Francisco  ,for  the  past  fouryears, 

Hewasortodas  a  priest  in  June  1979.  Frior  to  that  hewas  a  deacon* H ' 
fJ^Q^e  £ox%vr  months  in  1979  before  replacing  £he  associate  pastor  th^re, 

Torrance  in. My  1979.  ; 

wl."  i ii  ™i  in  tbe  t-ctorv  at  Holy  Family  Parish  with  a  monsignor,  Father  Richard  Loomis 
££S  *n  L  now  deceased,  while  he  was  a  deacon  a^d  later 
'  ^^sS^W^Iteaw^P"^-  They^ch  had  to  own  upstairs  hvmg 
^Sl^  ^erewasalsoa^stroomfor  • 

visitors.  ,     •  •  . 

There  was  an  all-girls  Catholic  high  school  down  the  block  from  the  parish  and.a  ov; 
e?ucSSSScboblacroSr^.Sfe^ 

^      .  ,51^^:  »«<i  several  bovs  helped  in  the  downstairs  area  oi  t&e  rectory  py  . 

the  upstairs  areaoftha- rectory. 

Father  Loomis  was  a"very  strange'1  man  and  he  was  never  comfortable  ™tW-  ^ 

•  '  t  ^HKi  L shooed  couch  that  could  be  made  into  two  beds,  whicH.he  ibought was 
'  unS  anl  ScbSSever  saw  any  minor,  or  adult  guests  fan  Father  Loom* 

'  Sl-SSSrrttidiillui  the  two  of  them  lived  in  the  rectory.  The  only  «mgfl«t 

lad  thaf'he  made  others  Jike'himself  feel  that  they  worked  for  him.  •  Ha  was  possessive . 
;oftherri.in.thatway.  .  , 

•  '  Faiier'Lcomis  was,  unusually  active  as  the  chaplain  for  the  Glendale  Fire  V*g*°£  ' ' 

•  5?K  rtSr?diartment  much  of  the  time.  He  sometimes  mgfa,  * 

Smfoa?ret^ton^  ' 
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He  thought  it  Was  very  unusual  tot  Father  Loomis  spent  much  o  f  fcu  to e juftj  to 

Loomis' duties  as  the  chaplain  for  the  fire  departmen  ^^J^g^S" 
t  nomis  save  him  allthe  equipment  he  had  accumulated  in  that  position.  He  was  wW  . 
\Z  tevolved  with  that  assignment  as  he  fslt'his  services  were  more  appropriately 

' '  different  philosophy  about  how  they  should  practice  then:  ministry. 

fie  came  back  into'  contact  with  Richard  Loomis  during  his  assignment  to  a  parish  In 

•5SS2S^  ^hdiocese.  HeREDACTED      had  developed^ dnrtug . 
SSbfto  and  there  was  an  intervention  by  somepeopie  at  his  parish,  wkoh 

toTlntion  ofMonsignor  Loomis.  He  felt  that  Monsignor  Loorm^ i  did . 
S  t£tS  feirly  in  that  regard  and  had  some  hard  feelinp  about  him  as  a  result  of  how 
he  handled  his  case.       .  •  ... 

'  HoweyeLhesubsequentlyovercam^his  drinking  problem  and  has  never  been  happier 
than  he  is  now  as  a  tocher  at  St  Vincent  de  Paul  High  School- 
He  had  nothing  inthe  way  of  direct  or  circumstantial  evidenced  F°^e  ^  '  • 

■  Monsignor  Loomis  with  regard  to  possible  sexual  . 
may  have  been^mftsuspicion or  rumors  to  that  effect  but  nothmg  °f^b^c^f  . 

■  knowledge  "He  wouldhave  ho  reservations  about  disclosing  such  mftamabon  about 
E^rSrbecLe  of  how  he  feels  about  the  problem  of  sexual  abuse £ 

by  the  dergy  and  Monsignor  Loomis  personally,  but  *yW^^,«tt^^,im- 
1c  speculate  on  sucfc.a  serious  matterbased  on  his  Icnowledge  ana  observations  of 
'  Monsignor  Loomis'  conduct  in  that  regard. 
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Accused  Priest  Takes  Leave 

Monsigiior  steps  down  as  head  of  San  Marino  church  after 
second  misconduct  allegation. 

By  Richard  Marosi 
Times  Staff  Writer 

February  16,  2004 

A  prominent  cleric  in  the  Roman  Catholic  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles  who  has  been  accused  of  sexual 
abuse  in  a  lawsuit  was  placed  on  administrative  leave  after  a  second  person  accused  him  of  misconduct, 
church  officials  said  Sunday. 

Msgr.  Richard  A.  Loomis,  a  former  aide  to  Cardinal  Roger  M.  Mahony,  stepped  down  Friday  as  pastor 
of  Sts.  Felicitas  and  Perpetua  Church  mSah.Marino,  two  weeks  after  church  leaders  had  assured  the 
congregation  that  he  would  continue  as,  its  leader. 

In  a  lawsuit  filed  late  last  year,  Loomis  was  accused  of  sexually  abusing  a  boy  between  1969  and  1971, 
when  he  taught  at  a  Los  Angeles-area  high  school.  He  denied  the  accusation,  and  the  archdiocese's 
Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board  said  that  no  evidence  of  misconduct  had  been  presented  to  them. 

But  last  week,  the  board  concluded  that  Loomis  should  step  down  after  reviewing  more  information. 
Tod  Tamberg,  a  diocese  spokesman,  said  a  second  person  had  leveled  accusations  against  Loomis. 
Tamberg  said  he  did  not  know  the  details. 

He  said  parishioners  expressed  sadness  at  hearing  the  announcement,  which  was  given  at  Masses  on 
Saturday  and  Sunday. 

"They  were  sad  that  Msgr.  Loomis  is  no  longer  their  pastor  for  the  time  being,"  Tamberg  said.  "At  the 
same  time,  they  understand  that  this  is  the  policy  of  the  archdiocese,  and  we're  going  to  follow  that 
policy." 

The  board,  Tamberg  said,  would  continue  its  investigation. 

Loomis,  the  former  head  of  clergy  for  the  archdiocese  who  oversaw  misconduct  allegations  against 
priests,  was  one  of  11  priests  in  the  archdiocese  to  remain  in  parish  ministry  despite  sexual  abuse 
lawsuits  filed  late  last  year. 

In  the  lawsuit  against  Loomis,  a  man  accused  the  cleric  of  sexually  abusing  him  while  he  was  a  high 
school  student.  Loomis  has  said  he  did  not  recall  his  accuser  and  did  not  molest  him. 

The  Los  Angeles  Archdiocese  comprises  Los  Angeles,  Ventura  and  Santa  Barbara  counties.  . 
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THE  STATE 

LA.  to  Disclose  Clergy  Abuse 

A  report  to  be  released  today  says  244  priests  and  others  have 
been  accused  since  1931.  It  acknowledges  'woefully 
underreported'  cases. 

By  Larry  B.  Stammer 
Times  Staff  Writer 

February  17,  2004 

In  an  unprecedented  accounting  of  church  sexual  abuse  over  three-quarters  of  a  century,  Cardinal  Roger 
M.  Mahony  plans  to  report  today  that 244  priests;  deacons,  brothers  and  seminanans  have  been  accused 
of  molesting  656  minors  in  theiLos  Angeles,archdiocese  since  .1931. 

Not  all  of  the  allegations  are  truthful  —  indeed,  the  report  lists  some  accusations  that  have  been 
discredited.  But  the  number  of  false  accusations  is  outweighed  by  the  number  of  abuse  cases  that  have 
never  been  reported,  church  officials  and  victims  advocates  agreed.   


FOR  THE  RECORD 


Earlier  versions  of  this  story  had  the  wrong  URL  for  the  Los  Angeles  Archdiodese  website.  The  correct 
URL  is  http://www.la-archdiocese.org/ .    . 


Over  the  years,  sexual  abuse  was  "woefully  underreported,"  the  report  acknowledges. 

Of  the  656  individuals  who  said  they  were  sexually  abused  as  minors,  519  were  boys  and  137  were  girls. 
All  of  the  reported  molestations  took  place  before  2000,  with  eight  alleged  to  have  taken  place  since 
1995.  The  lion's  share  of  the  allegations,  however,  were  reported  after  2000,  when  many  long-silent 
victims,  emboldened  by  a  burgeoning  national  scandal,  stepped  forward. 

In  issuing  its  report,  the  archdiocese  said  the  time  had  come  for  the  church  to  leave  its  "cocoon  of 
silence."  The  history  of  abuse  is  "a  sorrow&l  story"  in  the  life  of  the  Los  Angeles  church,  the  report 
says. 

•The  fact  that  a  priest  would  use  his  holy  office  to  prey  upon  vulnerable  children  in  his  care  is  horrible 
to  contemplate,"  the  report  says.  "But  we  accept  that  it  happened  and  that  it  happened  m  alarming 
numbers." 

The  report,  which  covers  the  period  from  193 1  to  2003,  comes  just  two  weeks  before  a  similar  study  of 
sexual  abuse  nationwide  is  scheduled  to  be  released  by  the  National  Review  Board  of  the  U.S. 
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Conference  of  Catholic  Bishops.  Both  the  Los  Angeles  and  national  reports  were  begun  after  the  nation's 
bishops  decided  in  2002  to  adopt  a  zero-tolerance  policy  and  make  a  full  accounting  of  past  abuse  cases. 

The  national  survey,  conducted  by  the  John  Jay  College  of  Criminal  Justice  in  New  York,  remains 
incomplete,  according  to  two  sources  familiar  with  the  report  who  spoke  on  the  condition  of  anonymity. 
On  Monday,  CNN  reported  that  the  national  study  would  state  that  more  than  1 1 ,000  individuals  had 
accused  4,450  priests  of  sexual  abuse  from  1950  through  2002.  One  of  the  sources  who  spoke  with  The 
Times  said  those  figures  were  "in  the  ballpark." 

Barbara  Blaine  of  Chicago,  president  of  the  Survivors  Network  of  those  Abused  by  Priests,  said  Monday 
that  those  numbers,  like  the  ones  in  Los  Angeles,  probably  understated  the  problem  because  they  were 
based  on  self-reporting  by  the  nation's  diocesan  bishops. 

"We  suspect  these  numbers  are  low.  It's  not  a  study  or  investigation,  merely  a  survey  of  the  same  men 
who  have  hidden  these  crimes  from  the  public  for  decades,"  Blaine  said.  "Common  sense  and  prudence 
dictate  that  we  assume  these  figures  are  incomplete." 

Of  the  244  clerics  and  seminarians  in  the  Los  Angeles  archdiocese  who  have  been  accused  of  abuse,  113 
were  diocesan  priests.  Sixteen  remain  in  ministry  because  the  allegations  have  not  been  deemed 
credible,  the  report  said.  Of  the  rest,  43  have  died  and  54  are  no  longer  in  ministry,  according  to  the 
report.  An  additional  75  priests  accused,  including  22  who  have  died,  belonged  to  religious  orders. 


Naming  Names 

Along  with  the  figures,  the  report  also  lists  for  the  first  time  the  names  of  21 1  of  the  244  accused,  a 
disclosure  that  would  have  been  unheard  of  only  five  years  ago.  An  archdiocesan  spokesman  said 
Monday  that  the  decision  to  reveal  the  names  was  made  in  part  because  the  archdiocese  wanted  to  avoid 
criticism  from  sexual  abuse  support  groups,  who  have  complained  when  other  dioceses  declined  to  name 
names. 

The  21 1  named  clerics  and  seminarians  all  had  been  identified  previously  in  a  civil  case,  a  criminal 
proceeding  or  in  media  accounts,  the  report  said. 

The  33  people  who  were  not  named  are  not  the  subject  of  any  civil  or  criminal  proceedings.  Many  of 
those  names  came  to  the  church's  attention  through  a  hotline  set  up  for  alleged  abuse  victims.  Some  of 
the  33  names,  the  report  noted,  could  not  be  identified  as  belonging  to  current  or  former  pnests. 

This  morning,  the  full  report  is  scheduled  to  be  placed  on  the  archdiocese's  website,  http://www.la- 
archdiocese.org/. 

David  Clohessy,  national  director  of  the  victims  group,  called  the  Los  Angeles  disclosure  of  names  "a 
decent  start "  Only  two  others  of  the  nation's  195  dioceses —  the  Archdiocese  of  Baltimore  and  the 
Diocese  of  Tucson  —  have  divulged  the  names  of  accused  priests  and  other  church  workers,  Clohessy 
said. 

In  listing  the  names,  the  archdiocese  report  cautioned  that  "we  must  all  resist  the  temptation  to  assume 
that  because  an  allegation  has  been  made,  it  is  therefore  true.  We  have  experienced  an  unprecedented 
'  flood  of  allegations  from  the  distant  past.  While  many  of  the  claims  .are  undoubtedly  and  tragically  true, 
supported  by  consistent  renorts  and  sometimes  even  by  the  conviction  of  the  perpetrator,  there  also  are 


XII  000597 


RCALA  006431 


Los  Angeles  Times:  L.A.  to  Disclose  Clergy  Abuse  Page  3  of  4  159 


those  that  are  demonstrably  false." 


Mahony,  for  example,  waslisted  among  those  accused.  He  was  accused  twice  in  2002.  In  one  case, 
PoHce  Jaid  the  woman  who  had  accused  him  was  found  to  be  not  credible.  A  second  accuser  was 
convicted  of  extortion  for  making  a  false  claim  against  the  cardinal,  according  to  the  report. 

Among  others  listed  were  some  of  the  archdiocese's  most  prominent  clergy  now  or  in  the  past. 

Former  Auxiliary  Bishon  G.  Patrick  Ziemann,  who  resigned  as  bishop  of  Santa  Rosa  in  2000  after  he 
^^Z^S^SZm  was  accused  by  three  individuals  of  ^^^^ 
1967  and  1986  while  he  was  in  the  Los  Angeles  archdiocese.  Retired  Auxiliary  Bishop  Juan  Arzube  was 
accusS  by  one  person  of  abuse  between  1975  and  1976,  the  report  said;  the  status  of  that  case  is 
unknown. 

Also  accused  the  report  said,  was  the  late  Msgr.  Benjamin  Hawkes,  a  powerful  church  aa^inistrator 
who  se^ed  Ider  Cardinals  J.  Francis  A.  Mcmtyre  and  Timothy  Manning  as  the  archdiocese's  chief 
financial  officer.  Hawkes  died  in  1985. 

Another  nrominent  Driest  Msgr.  Richard  A.  Loomis,  was  accused  by  two  individuals  of  abusing  them 
^CSfSa  former  top  aide  to  Mahony,  oversaw  sexual  abuse  cases  as  vicar 

allegations,  which  the  church  is  investigating.  . He  stepped  down  last  week  as 
pastor  of  Sts.  Felicitas  and  Perpetua  Church  in  Sah  Marmo. 

in  which  28  cases  of  abuse  are  now  alleged  to  have  taken  place. 

coS^c/to  Sess  to  what  extent  that  may  have  been  a  motivatton  for  nonclosure. 

7,  9002  the  number  of  reports  of  abuse  shot  up  after  disclosures  thatpedophile  priests  m  Boston  had 
S^Tfrom  pllh  to  parish  to  abuse  again  while  church  leaders  covered  up  thetr  cnmes. 

.  to  420  as  alleged  victims  sought  to  file  civil  suits  before  the  deadline. 


Zero  Tolerance 

t  t  ™no  n,i  tt  q  fWerence  of  Catholic  Bishops  met  in  Dallas  and  adopted  its  zero-tolerance 
Clohessy,  of  the  victims  group,  rejected  any  suggestion  ft*  the  church  was  finally  managing  to  stop 
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most  sexual  abuse.  Recent  victims,  he  said  would  pro bab=  much  time  as  others  before  them  to 
deal  with  remorse  and  guilt  before  coming  forward  to  report  abuse. 

■■Victims  always  have  and  always  will  struggle  for  r^^lZti^l^ 

tnaletter  that  will  accompany  the  report,Mahony  again  apologized  forme  -incalculable  harm"  done  to 
victims. 

aSS-o^^ 

in  the  fdtare." 

If  you  want  other  stories  on  this  topic,  search  the  Archives  at  latimes.com/archives. 
if  Click  here  for  article  licensing  and  reprint  options 
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CONGREGATIO 
PRO  DOCTRINA  FIDEI 


00120  Citta  del  Vaticano, 
"Palazzo  del  S.  Uffizio 


1  April  2006 


Prot.  n.  M§/.20C4  -  2236C 

(In  respoiisione  fat  meniio  huius  mtmeri) 


CONFIDENTIAL 


Your  Eminence, 

The  Congregation  for  the  Doctrine  of  the  Faith  received  your  correspondence 
regarding  the  case  of  Mons.  Richard  A.  LOOMIS,  a  priest  incardinated  in  the 
Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles,  who  has  been  accused  of  the  sexual  abuse  of  minors. 

In  light  of  your  observations,  this  Dicastery  hereby  grants  the  dispensation 
required  (cf.  Article  12  of  the  motu  proprio  Sacramentorum  sanctitatis  tutela)  so  that 
REDACTED       may  act  as  Advocate  in  the  above-mentioned  case.    It  has  been  the 
practice  of  this  Congregation,  which  will  be  maintained,  that  this  dispensation  is  granted 
only  for  an  individual  case  when  the  request  is  made. 

Thanking  Your  Eminence  for  your  assistance  in  this  difficult  matter,  with  kindest 
regards  and  prayerful  best  wishes,  I  remain 


Yours  fraternally  in  the  Lord, 

William  Card.  LEVADA 
Prefect 


His  Eminence 

Roger  Cardinal  Mahony 

Archbishop  of  Los  Angeles 
3424  Wilshire  Blvd 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90010-2202 
UNITED  STATES  OF  AMERICA 
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METROPOLITAN  TRIBUNAL 

ARCHDIOCESE  OF  NEW  YORK 


1011  First  Avenue;    New  York    NX  10022 


4t 

(212)371-1000 


Re:      Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 
CDF  Prot.  No.  868/2004-20824 


Decree 

IN  NOMINE  DOMINI.  AMEN. 


Whereas  the  Advocate  for  Respondent  in  the  above-cited  case  has  lodged  a  formal 
Response  to  the  Libellus,  wherein  he  places  before  the  Court  numerous  procedural  and 
evidentiary  objections  and  exceptions; 

Wherefore,  the  Court  herby  rules  that  it  enjoys  jurisdiction  based  upon  the  March  21, 
2005  response  of  the  Congregation  for  the  Doctrine  of  the  Faith  (SST.) 

And  wherefore,  the  other  issues  raised  in  the  Response  will  be  addressed  as  the  case 
proceeds. 

Given  on  this  1 5th  day  of  May,  2006. 


REDACTED 


ARCHDIOCESE  OF  LOS  ANGELES 


Re:      Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 
CDF  Prot.  No.  868/2004-20824 


IN  NOMINE  DOMINI.  AMEN 
DISPENSATION  FOR  ADVOCATE  FOR  DEFENDANT 

Whereas,  the  Rev.  Msgr.  Richard  A.  Loomis  appointed^^'^^"'"^^  to  act  as 

his  canonical  advisor,  ADVOCATE  and  PROCURATOR  in  all  matters  pertaining  to  his  current 
clerical  position  in  the  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles  and  to  any  investigation,  process  or  other 
action  of  any  kind  involving  the  allegations  of  sexual  abuse  brought  against  him  and  signed  by  the 
Defendant  on  June  ,10,  2004;  and 

Whereas^^^ED  iccepted  this  appointment  on  June  12,  2004; 

Now,  in  view  of  the  dispensation  granted  by  the  Congregation  for  the  Doctrine  of  the  Faith  on  1 

April  2006  so  thatR?_?^?TE_D  may  act  as  Advocate  for  the  Defendant  in  this  particular  case, 

the  Court  acknowledgeREDACTED  as  the  duly  appointed  and  appropriate  Advocate  for  the 
Defendant. 

Given  at  Los  Angeles,  California  on  this  22nd  day  of  May,  2006. 

REDACTED 


REDACTED 


ARCHDIOCESE  OF  LOS  ANGELES 


Re:      Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 
CDF  Prot.  No.  86872004-20824 


IN  NOMINE  DOMINI.  AMEN 
DECREE  OF  JOINDER  OF  ISSUES 


The  Congregation  for  the  Doctrine  of  the  Faith  has  directed  that  the  allegation  of  the  sexual  abuse 
of  a  minor  made  against  Rev.  Msgr.  Richard  A.  Loomis  is  to  be  adjudicated  by  trial. 

Therefore,  after  consultation  with  the  other  judges  of  this  collegiate  court  and  with  then- 
concurrence,  I  hereby  decree,  in  accordance  with  c.  1513,  that  the  questions  to  be  resolved  in  this 
case  are: 

Whether,  as  specified  in  c.  1395,  §  2,  the  alleged  sexual  abuse  of  a  minor  REDACTED 
has  occurred  and,  if  so, 

Whether  this  abuse  is,  pursuant  to  c.  1321,  imputable  to  the  Rev.  Msgr.  Richard  A.  Loomis,  and, 
if  so, 

Whether  the  penalty  of  dismissal  from  the  clerical  state  should  be  imposed,  or,  if  not,  what  other 
penalty  is  appropriate  under  the  circumstances. 

It  is  also  hereby  ordered  that  this  decree  be  communicated  to  the  Procurator/Advocate  for  the 
accused  and  to  REDACTED  who,  pursuant  to  c.  1513,  §  3,  have  ten  days  to  seek  a 

reformulation  of  the  issues  as  joined. 

Given  at  Los  Angeles,  California  on  this  22nd  day  of  May,  2006. 
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3424 

Wllshire 

Boulevard 


Los  Angeles 

California 

90010-2202- 


Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 


DECREE 


The  Case  of  the  Reverend  Msgr.  Richard  A.  Loomis 
accused  of  graviora  delicto 


Appointment  of  Notary 


The  Metropolitan  Tribunal  of  the  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles  has  been  directed  by  the  Congre- 
gation for  the  Doctrine  of  the  Faith  to  initiate  a  penal  process  in  the  above-named  Case,  where- 
fore, in  accordance  with  the  prescriptions  of  canon  483  and  the  norms  of  Sacramentorum  Sancti- 
tatis  Tutela  article  12,  the  following  Priest  is  hereby  named  to  the  Office  of  Notary  in  matters 
pertaining  to  the  aforementioned  Case: 


The  above-named  Priest  shall  take  the  Oath  of  Office,  by  means  of  which  he  shall  solemnly  bind 
himself  to  observe  faithfully  all  formalities  enjoined  by  law,  with  particular  attention  to  the  re- 
quirements of  confidentiality. 

These  appointments  shall  remain  in  effect  until  such  a  time  as  the  above-captioned  Case  will 
have  been  concluded  in  First  Instance  or,  in  accordance  with  the  prescriptions  of  canon  485,  until 
this  Notary  will  have  been  legitimately  removed  from  Office. 

Given  at  the  Curia  of  the  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles  on  22  May  2006. 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 


Archdiocesan  Seal 
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METROPOLITAN  TRIBUNAL 

ARCHDIOCESE  OF  NEW  YORK 

  . 

7077  First  Avenue;    New  York,    N.Y.  10022  (212)371-1000 
Re:     Rev.  Msgr.  Richard  A.  Loomis 


In  The  Tribunal  of  Los  Angeles 
DECREE  OF  CONCLUSION  OF  THE  ACTS  OF  THE  CASE 


Since  both  parties  have  been  given  an  opportunity  to  inspect  the  acts  of  the  case 
and  to  offer  additional  proofs  in  the  penal  case  against  Rev.  Msgr.  Richard  A.  Loomis, 

and  having  decided  that  the  case  has  been  sufficiently  instructed, 

I,  the  undersigned  Presiding  Judge,  hereby  declare  the  conclusion  of  this  case. 

The  Promoter  of  Justice  and  the  Advocate  for  the  Respondent  shall  be  given  until 
June  30,  2007.to  prepare  their  animadversions.  In  accordance  with  c.  1602  §1,  these 
animadversions  are  to  be  in  writing  and  still  fall  under  the  obligation  of  pontifical 
secrecy. 

In  accordance  with  c.  1603,  each  party  will  then  be  allowed  to  review  the 
animadversions  and  to  present  their  responses  prior  to  August  1 5,  2007  keeping  in  mind 
that  the  Advocate  for  the  Defendant  always  has  the  right  to  speak  last,  c.  1725. 


Los  Angeles  Tribunal 
Mav23.2007 
REDACTED 
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MoiA-stgi/vor  "Richard  A.  Loowis 
saints,  Felicitas  avui  Perpetua  Parish 


COPY 


September  23, 2008 


Cardinal  Roger  M.  Mahony 
Archbishop  of  Los  Angeles 
555  West  Temple  Street 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90012 

Your  Eminence, 

I  write  to  express  to  you  my  desire  and  intent  to  remain  as  pastor  of  Saints  Felicitas  and 
Perpetua  Parish  for  a  second  six-year  term  after  my  initial  term  there  ends  in  July  of  2009 
in  accordance  with  the  custom  of  the  Archdiocese.  I  am  encouraged  in  expressing  this 
intention  upon  hearing  that,  in  answer  to  a  query  of  a  staff  member  of  Saints  Felicitas  and 
Perpetua  at  an  Archdiocesan  finance  meeting,  not  long  ago,  you  told  her  that  I  could 
return  to  the  parish  if  the  result  of  the  canonical  trial  is  favorable  to  me. 

I  recall  that  shortly  after  being  placed  on  administrative  leave  I  wrote  to  you  to  assure  you 
that  I  am  innocent  of  the  allegations  brought  against  me  and,  hoping  in  the  Lord  that  this 
truth  would  somehow  ultimately  be  ascertained,  I  also  expressed  my  desire  to  return  to 
my  ministry.  The  priesthood  has  been  and  is  my  life  and  I  can  honestly  say  to  you  that  I 
have  never  dishonored  it.  The  trust  and  confidence  you  once  had  in  me  was  not 


It  is  now  almost  five  years  since  the  devastating  blow  of  the  accusations  came  upon  me. 
It  is  impossible  to  describe  the  psychological  state  I  was  thrown  into  on  hearing  myself 
being  accused  of  things  I  could  never  even  contemplate  doing  and  the  helplessness  and 
frustration  of  not  knowing  how,  why  and  from  where  these  accusations  were  coming 
when  I  knew  that  they  are  not  true. 

Over  these  five  years  I  have  become  more  hopeful  that  the  truth  of  my  innocence  will  be 
manifested  in  the  decision  of  the  canonical  trial,  not  only  for  my  sake  but  for  the  sake  of 
the  priesthood,  the  archdiocese  and  all  the  fmthful  whom  I  have  served.  May  it  be  so. 


misplaced. 


cc: 


Monsignor  Gabriel  Gonzales 
REDACTED 
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Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 


Office  of 

the  Archbishop 

(213)  637-7288 


3424 

Wllshlre 

Boulevard 


Los  Angeles 

California 

90010-2202 


3  October  2008 


Rev.  Msgr.  Richard  A.  Loomis 
SS.  Felicitas  and  Perpetua  Parish 
1190PalomarRd. 
San  Marino,  CA  91108 


Dear  Monsignor  Loomis, 

I  am  writing  in  reply  to  your  letter  dated  23  September  2008,  in  which  you  indicate  your 
desire  to  remain  as  pastor  at  Saints  Felicitas  and  Perpetua  Parish  for  a  second  six-year 
term. 

Within  a  few  days  of  receiving  your  letter,  the  definitive  sentence  in  your  canonical  trial 
arrived,  announcing  a  clearly  unfavorable  decision. 

As  you  are  aware,  Norm  8  of  the  Essential  Norms  requires  a  priest  or  deacon  to  be 
permanently  removed  from  ecclesiastical  ministry  when  it  is  established  that  he  has 
engaged  in  even  a  single  act  of  sexual  abuse  of  a  minor. 

Accordingly,  I  cannot  accede  to  your  request. 

Once  your  case  becomes  a  res  judicata,  appropriate  arrangements  will  be  made  for  you 
and  for  the  pastoral  care  of  your  parish. 

Assuring  you  of  my  prayers  as  you  continue  to  face  this  challenge  in  your  life  journey,  I 
remain, 

YoaiB  in  Christ      A  , 


Cardinal  Roger  Mahony  ( 
Archbishop  of  Los  Angeles 
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Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 


Office  of 

the  Archbishop 

(213)  637-7288 


3424 

WHshlre 

Boulevard 


Los  Angeles 

California 

90010-2202 


7  October  2008 


Prot.  No.  868/2004-20824 


His  Eminence 

Cardinal  William  Levada 

Prefect 

Congregation  for  the  Doctrine  of  the  Faith 
Piazza  del  S.  Uffizio,  11 
00120  VATICAN  CITY 


Your  Eminence: 

By  letter  dated  21  March  2005,  the  Congregation  for  the  Doctrine  of  the  Faith  authorized 
me  to  initiate  a  penal  process  in  the  matter  of  Msgr.  Richard  Loomis,  apriest  of  the 
Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles  accused  of  . sexual  abuse  of  a  minor.  A  court  was  constituted 
according  to  the  norm  of  law  to  hear  the  case.  The  court  has  now  completed  its 
deliberations  and  has  reached  a  decision  in  the  Mfirmative. 

Please  find  enclosed  a  copy  of  the  Definitive  Sentence,  dated  15  September  2008  and 
received  here  on  29  September  2008.  In  accordance  mfh  Sacramentorum  sanctitatis 
tutela,  art.  22  §1,  all  the  Acta  of  the  case  will  be  transmitted  to  the  Congregation  for  its 
review  as  soon  as  possible. 

In  anticipation  of  that  review,  I  take  this  opportunity  to  apprise  the  Congregation  of 
certain  concerns  I  have  regarding  the  portion  of  the  sentence  that  determines  the  penalty 
(see  page  24). 

First,  I  am  surprised  that  the  Sentence  does  not  expressly  refer  to  the  penalty  of 
permanent  removal  from  all  ecclesiastical  ministry  as  specified  in  Norm  8  of  the 
Essential  Norms.  I  do  suppose  that  this  is  presumed  by  the  language  that  speaks  of 
Monsignor  Loomis  being  "confined"  to  a  residence  where  he  can  lead  a  life  of  prayer  and 
penance.  But  I  believe  the  penalty  of  Norm  8  should  be  clearly  stated. 

Also  of  concern  is  the  specific  application  of  canon  1336  §11°  imposed  in  the  Sentence. 
It  seems  that  the  court  might  be  exceeding  its  competence  in  decreeing  the  specific  type 
of  residence  and  the  monitoring  it  mentions.  The  court  may  not  be  aware  that  in  this 


Pastoral  Regions:     Our  Lady  of  the  Angels     San  Fernando     San  Gabriel     San  Pedro     Santa  Barbara 


XII  000610 


RCALA  006444 


2 


Archdiocese  there  is  no  such  established  residence,  nor  am  I  certain  that  such  a  residence 
is  feasible  or  appropriate.  It  also  seems  that  the  facts  of  the  case  and  the  circumstances  of 
Monsignor  Loomis  argue  for  a  different  approach  in  addressing  the  issue  of  his  residence. 

I  look  forward  to  the  opportunity  to  discuss  these  concerns  with  you  or  your 
Congregation  officials  before  the  Congregation  arrives  at  a  final  determination  in  the 
matter. 

Assuring  you  of  my  prayers  for  your  ministry  and  of  my  gratitude  for  your  assistance,  I 
remain 


Enclosure:  Definitive  Sentence  Dated  15  September  2008 
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REDACTED 


April  15, 2009 

Reverend  Monsignor  Gabriel  Gonzales 
Vicar  for  Clergy,  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 
3424  Wilshire  Boulevard 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90010 

Dear  Monsignor  Gonzales: 

I  write  on  behalf  of  Monsginor  Loomis  in  reply  to  your  letter  to  him  dated  April  13, 
2009  and  your  invitation  to  discuss  "matters  pertaining  to  this  issue"  namely  the  non- 
renewal of  Monsignor  Loomis's  term  as  pastor  of  SS.  Felicitas  and  Perpetua  Church  and 
the  appointment  of  a  new  pastor  effective  at  the  expiration  of  the  resent  term  on  June  30, 
2009. 

Your  letter  states  that  the  non-renewal  is  not  "a  consequence  of  any  canonical 
procedure".  If  this  is  so,  please  advise  on  what  this  non-renewal  is  based  since  the 
unconcluded  canonical  procedure  in  which  Monsignor  Loomis  is  involved  seems  to  be 
the  only  reason  why  Monsignor  Loomis'  term  is  not  being  renewed. 

The  practice  of  the  Archdiocese  has  been  to  grant  a  pastor's  request  for  a  second  six 
year  term  and  there  is  no  reason  to  believe,  or  any  reason  given,  why  Monsignor  Loomis' 
request  would  not  have  been  granted  except  for  the  "canonical  procedure."  On  March  13, 
2004,  Monsignor  Cox  wrote  "During  the  time  of  ad^ninistrative  leave,  you  (Monsignor 
Loomis)  continue  in  that  office  (i.e.  pastor  of  SS.  Perpetua  and  Felicitas)"  thus  affirming 
that  there  was  no  other  reason  for  which  he  would  be  removed  or  that  a  second  term  as 
pastor  would  not  be  granted.  Would  not  Monsignor  Loomis  be  appointed  for  another  term 
as  pastor  were  there  not  a  canonical  procedure? 

There  is  no  canonical  reason  to  immediately  appoint  a  new  pastor  at  the  expiration 
of  Monsignor  Loomis'  term  on  June  30, 2009.  There  are,  however,  good  reasons  in 
justice  not  to  do  so.  Monsignor  Loomis'  canonical  appeal  has  not  yet  been  decided  and 
his  guilt  has  not  yet  been  established  as  res  iudicata.  Were  his  appeal  to  be  successful  and 
Monsignor  Loomis  exonerated,  justice  and  Norm  13  of  the  Essential  Norms  would 
require  "every  step  possible  be  taken  to  restore  his  good  name."  The  first  "possible  step" 
would  be  to  restore  him  to  the  position  he  held  before  the  allegations  against  him  arose. 

An  administrator  was  appointed  pending  the  outcome  of  the  canonical  procedure, 
not  for  the  duration  of  Monsignor  Loomis'  term  of  office,  not  whichever  comes  first.  If  a 
new  pastor  is  appointed  to  take  over  Monsignor  Loomis'  office  at  this  time,  before  a  final 


Monsignor  Gabriel  Gonzales,  April  1 5, 2009,  page  two 

determination  of  his  case,  it  would  be  tantamount  to  precipitously  and  wrongfully 
announcing  that  his  is  quilty  and  is  being  penalized  by  permanently  being  removed  from 
ministry.  No  matter  what  one  may  think  the  outcome  of  the  appeal  will  be  one  cannot 
presumptuously  act  on  that  belief  to  the  detriment  of  Monsignor  Loomis. 

The  ending  of  a  term  of  office  does  not  require  that  the  office  be  filled  at  once. 
There  has  been  an  administrator  for  five  years  and  the  spiritual  needs  of  the  people  of  SS. 
Felictas  and  Perpetua  have  been  met  and  continue  to  be  met  with  him  in  that  position. 
There  is  no  immediate  need  to  name  a  new  pastor  now,  especially  before  receiving 
CDF's  decision  on  the  appeal  which  will  constitute  the  disposition  of  the  canonical 
procedure.  In  the  interest  of  justice  and  as  a  very  practical  matter  would  it  not  be  best  to 
allow  the  administrator  to  remain  as  administrator  pending  the  outcome  of  the  canonical 
procedure,  the  very  condition  for  which  he  was  appointed.? 

Respectfully  and  sincerely  yours, 
REDACTED 


Cc:  His  Eminence  Roger  Cardinal  Mahony 
REDACTED 
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LOOMIS  CASE  CHRONOLOGY 


Undated  "Clergy  Assignment  Record"  for  Msgr.  Richard  A,  Loomis,  from  Vicar  for 

Clergy  Office 

1 7  Dec  03  Civil  lawsuit  filed  by  R  E  DACTE  D       ^  la  Superior  Court,  alleging  that 

Richard  Loomis,  as  Brother  Becket,  "routinely  molested  children"  at  Pater 
Noster HS  and  specifically  abused plaintiffREDACTED  ff  ^(l,  tf-W ic  \<JjZ 


22  Dec  03 


19  Dec  03  E-mail  fromREDACTED  to  Cardinal  Mahony,  urging 

that  investigation  of  the  Loomis  allegation  be  directed  by  an  independent  body 

20  Dec  03  E-mail  reply  from  REDACTED  redacted 

agreeing  with  his  recommendation 

20  Dec  03  E-mail  reply  from  Cardinal  Mahony  tqREDACTED     agreeing  that  the 

investigation  must  be  handled  apart  from  the  Vicar  for  Clergy  office 

21  Dec  03  E-mail  from  Redacted  toREDACTED 

Services,  advising  him  of  previous  communications 

21  Dec  03  E-mail  from  Cardinal  Mahony  to  Coordinating  Committee  (CCom)  urging 

special  handling  of  the  case 

21  Dec  03  E-mail  replv  frotnREDACTED     to  Cardinal  Mahony,  indicating  that  he  will 

speak  withREDACTED  the  next  day 

22  Dec  03  E-mail  fromREDACTED  _  to  CCom 

members,  advising  them  that  their  investigator  has  already  gathered  "some 
key  information" 
REDACTED 


REDACTED  REDACTED 


22  Dec  03  E-mail  from  REPA9LE[1   CMOR  member,  to  Cardinal  Mahony, 

appreciating  his  agreement  wit;RE  DACTE  D  s  recommendation 

23  Dec  03  E-mail  reply  from  REDACTED      ;toREDACTED     expressing  support 

23  Dec  03  Letter  from  Cardinal  Mahony  tcREDACTED  with  copy  toREDACTED 

instructing  him  to  head  up  a  special  investigation  of  the  allegations  against 
Msgr.  Loomis  [faxed  copy] 

23  Dec  03  Hard  copy,  with  signature,  of  previous  letter 
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23  Dec  03 


REDACTED 


23  Dec  03 

23  Dec  03 

23  Dec  03 

24  Dec  03 
Undated 


Undated 


Undated 


Undated 


28  Dec  03 


29  Dec  03 


2  Jan  04 


5  Jan  04 


E-mail  reply  frotiREDACTED    to  Cardinal  Mahony,  reporting  Ms  phone 
conversation  with  Msgr.  Loomis  in  whiclREDACTED    informed  him  of  the 
special  investigative  procedure  to  be  initiated 

REDACTED 

E-mail  reply  of  acknowledgement  from  Cardinal  Mahony  to 

Letter  fromREDACTED  to  Cardinal  Mahony,  accepting  the  assignment  to 
head  up  the  special  investigation 

REDACTED 


Letter  fromREDACTED  to' 
work  experience  and  background,  plus  fee  schedule 


submitting  his 


''Investigative  Chronology"  compiled  b)REDACTED 
the  emplov  o 
REDACTED 


•in 


the  emplov  of  the  Vicar  for  Clergy  but  working  under  the  direction  of 

1  ■    r-  REDACTED 
REDACTED1*^      findings  on  _  until 

notified  on  24  Dec  03  tha  would  take  over  the  investigation 


REDACTED 

^REDACTED 


Public  Records  Database  Search  Results,"  compiled 


"Interviews  of  Brothers  of  Saint  Patrick,"  compiled  b-,REDACTED  reporting 
interviews  with  four  brothers  conducted  on  20  and  21  December;  the  name  of 
REDACTED  is  surfaced,  who,  under  the  name  0fREDACTED  x  , 

was  a  friend  of  Loomis'  in  the  Order  and  left  the  Order  at  the  same  time  as 
Loomis  to  attend  the  archdiocesan  seminary 

Pages  from  the  1972  Yearbook  for  Pater  Noster  HS,  showing  photographs  of 
the  faculty  members,  including  Richard  Loomis  Cas  Br.  Becket)  ancREDACTED 
REDACTED  and  0REDACTED 

as  a  sophomore 

_  ,       u  ,      REDACTED  redacted     u.  , 

E-mail  exchanges  between  _  anc  ,  which 

indicate  that  an  attempt  to  identify  the  complainantREDACTED     had  already 

begun 

REDACTED 


Letter  fromREDACTED  tc' 
and  for  him  to  contacKtUAu  1  tu 


auditor:REDACTED 


Letter  frorr 

REDACTED 


asking  to  retain  the  latter's  services 
in  order  to  be  appointed  a  canonical 
signed  acceptance  of  the  appointment  is  included 

REDACTED 


redacted     ^        »w  ,  t^e  jaWyer  representing 

asking  to  interview  his  client  regarding  the  complaint 
REDACTED 


E-mail  fromREDACTEP     to  infonning  the  latter  of  his  letter  to 

REDACTED      and  invitingREDACTED  to  the  next  CMOB  meeting 
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REDACTED  REDACTED  REDACTED 

5  Jan  04  E-mail  fron:  to  asking  the  latter  to  contact 

for  his  appointment  as  canonical  auditor 

5  Jan  04  E-mail  &oiqREDACTED    to  Cardinal  Mahony,  making  a  progress  report 

REDACTED 

5  Jan  04  Further  e-mail  exchange  between  Cardinal  Mahony  and 

regarding  the  wisdom  writin^RED ACTED 

_  -|.     r\ a  -i— *       .,  „     REDACTED    A   REDACTED  .  .REDACTED  , 

5  Jan  04  E-mail  frorrKtUAO  1  tu   to  informing  hrm  that  has 

been  appointed  canonical  auditor 

5  Jan  04  Decree  issued  b-yREDACTED   as  the  Cardinal' s  Delegate,  initiating  the 

preliminary  investigation  of  canon  1717  and  appointing  REDACTED  as  auditor 

6  Jan  04  E-mail  exchange  betweerjREDACTHD     andREDACTED  •  re  investigative 

process,  forwarded  tcREDACTED      CMOB  Administrative  Secretary 

6  Jan  04  E-mail  from  Cardinal  Mahony  toREDACTED     continuing  discussion  of 

parallel  investigations  (CMOB  and  canonical) 

,  T     « ,  ■  nr,       -i  r       REDACTED         REDACTED  ,  , 

6  Jan  04  E-mail  from  to  re  process  developments 

6  Jan  04  E-mail  fromREDACTED  to  REDACTED    reporting  on  progress 

.7  Jan  04  Report  of  an  interview  b  REDACTED   of  REDACTED  currently 

REDACTED  for  the  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles, 

in  which  capacity  she  was  supervised  by  Msgr.  Loomis,  whom  she  had  known 
in  an  earlier  capao-itv  sinnes  1 QQ6;  she  recounted  the  report  she  had  received  in 
June  2002  froirjREDACTED  regarding  a  sexually  oriented  experience  he 
had  with  then  seminarian  Richard  Loomis 

Undated  "Richard  A.  Loomis:  Public  Records  Database  Search  Results" 

0T    n.      REDACTED  redacted 
8  Jan  04 


8  Jan  04       REDACTED  redacted 


12  Jan  04  E-mail  fronREDACTED  ■|:c)REDACTED      discussing  strateev  for  interviewing 

complainan1REDAC;TED  and  referring  to  a  meeting  with  REDACTED 

12  Jan  04  Report  of  an  interview  by  REDACTED  0f  REDACTED  m  inactive 

priest  without  faculties  since  late  1987  [no  recollection  of  inappropriate 
behavior  by  Loomis  as  Br.  Becket] 
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Undated  "Confidential  Database  Clergy"  report  onREDACTED  a^ong  w^  a  memo 


13  Jan  04 


dated  22  Apr  2002  by  Msgr.  Craig  Cox  regarding EDACTED 
REDACTED  redacted 


16  Jan  04  Second  letter  from REDACTED    to  REDACTED     renewing  request  to 

interview  REDACTED 

I  Feb  04  Memorandum  from  Msgr.  Cox  to  the  Presbyterate  of  the  Archdiocese,  stating 

that  announcements  had  been  made  in  their  respective  parishes  concerning 
priests,  including  Msgr.  Loomis,  who  had  been  named  in  lawsuits  alleging 
sexual  abuse  of  minors 

3  Feb  04  Report  of  an  interview  byREDACTED  of^EDACTED  ^  parochial 

vicar  at  Corpus  Christi  Parish  during  the  time  (summer  iy  /4j  Loomis  worked 
there  as  a  seminarian,  which  also  happened  to  be  Loomis'  home  parish: 

RFDACTED 

recor"t°  Xr^T-nrC tlt  ^  wn*cn  Loomis  allegedly  groped  a  fifth-grade 
hoy  named  ^ce  during  the  summer  of  1974;  this  was 

reported  to  him  by  the  parents  who  also  complained  of  Loomis  always  having 
young  boys  around  him  at  the  parish 

6  Feb  04  Report  of  an  interview  ^,REDACTED  0fREDACTED         ^  which  the 

latter  recounts  that  there  were  three  or  four  occasions  when  Loomis  fondled 
his  genitals  briefly  while  undressing  to  use  the  Loomis  family  swimming  pool 
and  again  we  he  redressed;  he  told  his  mother  after  the  final  incidental,  who 
told  his  father;  they  probably  reported  it  to  the  pastor  or  associate  pastor, 
because  Loomis  then  disappeared  from  the  parish;  this  was  the  summer  of 
1974,  when  he  was  in  the  fourth  grade 

7  Feb  04  Article  in  the  Los  Angeles  Times  naming  ten  priests,  including  Msgr.  Loomis, 

who  have  been  accused  in  lawsuits 

7  Feb  04  E-mail  from  Cardinal  Mahony  to  the  Council  of  Priests  membership, 

commenting  on  the  Los  Angeles  Times  article 

9  Feb  04  Article  in  the  Los  Angeles  Times  regarding  an  additional  accused  cleric,  in 

which  mention  is  made  of  Msgr.  Loomis  as  "one  of  the  most  prominent  of  the 
accused  priests"  who  remain  in  parish  ministry 

9  Feb  04  Memorandum  fronREDACTED  j.Q  car(ihial  Mahony,  reporting  the  progress 

of  the  investigation  of  Msgr.  Loomis 

»      ^    .  ■      «    REDACTED    ^REDACTED  t. 

I I  Feb  04  Report  of  an  interview  by  0f  i^tLj/-vvy  ■  W^Q  as  a 

deacon  lived  in  the  same  rectory  at  Holy  Family  in  Glendale  for  four  months 
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with  Msgr.  Loomis;  whileREDACTED  thought  Loomis  was  a  "very  strange" 
man,  he  never  observed  inappropriate  behavior  by  Loomis  around  minors 

1 1  Feb  04  Memorandum  frorrREDACTED     to  Cardinal  Mahony,  reporting  the 

recommendation  of  the  CMOB  that  Loomis  be  placed  on  administrative  leave 
pending  further  investigation;  attached  is  an  addendum  reporting  a  follow-up 
interview  byREDACTED  •  ofREDACTED  on  9  Feb  04,  in  which  further  details 
are  supplied  b)REDACTED 

11-12  Feb  04  Statement  drawn  up  by  Msgr.  Cox  in  consultation  with  Msgr.  Loomis,  to  be 
read  at  the  following  weekend  parish  Masses,  announcing  Loomis'  leave  of 
absence 

12  Feb  04  Report  of  an  interview  byREDACTED  of  Msgr.  Loomis,  in  which  the  latter 

was  formally  informed  of  the  three  allegations  of  misconduct  and  in  which  he 
gives  his  response 

13  Feb  04  Letter  from  Msgr.  Loomis  to  Cardinal  Mahony  requesting  an  immediate  leave 

of  absence  from  active  ministry 

13  Feb  04  Decree  issued  frREDACTED    as  the  Cardinal's  Delegate  directing  that  the 

Vicar  for  Clergy  now  apply  the  precautionary  measures  of  canon  1722  even 
before  the  conclusion  of  the  preliminary  investigation 

13  Feb  04  Report  of  an  interview  byREDACTED  of  REDACTED  a  ffietld  of 

complainan1REDACTEDand  his  wif.Kt DACTED  5  was  informed  b/EDAC^ACTED 
around  June  1994  that  Loomis  had  done  something  of  a  sexual  nature  tcREDACTED 
when  the  latter  was  in  high  school:REDACTED     later  told  Labonte  of  an 
incident  of  fondling  in  a  classroom  by  Loomis  at  Pater  Noster  HS 

1 5  Feb  04  Memorandum  from  Msgr.  Cox  faxed  to  the  Presbyterate  of  the  Archdiocese, 

announcing  Msgr.  Loomis'  leave  of  absence 

16  Feb  04         .  Article  in  the  Los  Angeles  Times  announcing  Msgr.  Loomis'  leave  of  absence 

after  second  misconduct  allegation 

17  Feb  04  Memorandum  fron^^P^^J^^RtnRE°EACTED    transmitting  the  interview 

reports  b;REDACTED  of  Loomis  and 

17  Feb  04  Letter  from  Msgr.  Cox  to  REDACTED      civil  legal  counsel  for  Loomis, 

transmitting  materials  discussed  at  the  interview  on  12  February 

17  Feb  04  Internal  memorandum  from  the  ACC  Leadership  Team  to  all  ACC  staff, 

asking  for  prayers  for  Msgr.  Loomis 

17  Feb  04  Article  in  the  Los  Angeles  Times  anticipating  the  release  of  a  report  by  the 

Archdiocese  of  sexual  abuse  allegations  over  the  past  seven  decades; 
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Msgr.  Loomis  is  named  as  a  prominent  priest,  now  accused  by  two  individuals 
and  who  "stepped  down  last  week  as  pastor" 

1 8  Feb  04  Article  in  the  Los  Angeles  Times  reporting  on  the  archdiocesan  report  just 

released;  the  Loomis  case  is  discussed  by  Cardinal  Mahony  as  an  example  of 
the  application  of  the  new  system  for  investigating  complaints 

24  Feb  04  Memorandum  frorrREDACTED     to  Msgr.  Cox  andREDACTED  ,  transmitting 

■    i  ,       .REDACTED'.    ,        .  ...  REDACTED  . 

corrected  reports  of  interviews  with  and  Loomis 

4  Mar  04  Letter  from  Msgr.  Loomis  to  Msgr.  Cox,  explaining  that  his  previous  letter 

was  written  under  duress  and  that  he  has  every  intention  to  return  to  active 
ministry  and  not  to  resign  as  pastor 

13  Mar  04  Letter  reply  from  Msgr.  Cox  to  Msgr.  Loomis,  acknowledging  his  intentions 

13  Mar  04  Letter  frorrREDACTED  ^0  Msgr.  Cox,  informing  the  latter  that  a  private 

investigator,  supposedly  working  on  behalf  of  Msgr.  Loomis,  was 
interviewing  several  parishioners  regarding  the  case 

REDACTED  ,        ,   ,  . 

17  Mar  04  Letter  reply  from  Msgr.  Cox  to  ,  acknowledging  receipt  of  , 

previous  letter 

17  Mar  04  Memorandum  from  Msgr.  Cox  to  Archdiocesan  Legal  Counsel  regarding  his 

conversation  and  correspondence  witREDACTED  i 


24  Mar  04 


24  Mar  04 


REDACTED  redacted 
REDACTED  redacted  redacted 


30  Mar  04  Report  of  an  interview  frREDACTED  ofREDACTED  mother  of 

complainantREDACTED       ;  she  confirms  thatREDACTED  told  her  of  the 
fondling  by  Loomis,  which  she  took  to  be  a  single  occurrence;  she  does  not 
recall  reporting  it  to  the  pastor  or  associate  pastor  but  may  have  done  so 

1 5  May  04  E-mail  exchange  between  Cardinal  Mahony  and  Msgr.  Cox  regarding  a 

request  by  Msgr.  Loomis  to  receive  a  copy  of  all  interviews  conducted  in  the 
investigation  of  his  case  (3  pages) 

1 5  May  04  E-mail  from  Msgr.  Loomis  to  Cardinal  Mahony  arguing  the  non-applicability 

of  the  USCCB's  Essential  Norms  to  the  alleged  offenses 

1 5  May  04  E-mail  from  Msgr.  Cox  to  REDACTED  regarding  the  question  of  sharing 

materials  from  the  preliminary  investigation  withREDACTED 
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15  May  04  E-mail  from  Cardinal  Mahony  to  REDACTED  on  the  matter  of  sharing 

information  between  the  two  parallel  investigations 

15  May  04  E-mail  from  Cardinal  Mahony  to  Msgr.  Loomis  acknowledging  his  request 

and  indicating  the  need  to  construct  a  proposal  that  does  not  blur  the  two 
distinct  investigations 

15  May  04  E-mails  from  Cardinal  Mahony  toREDACTED        -g-om  Msgr,  Cox  to  Cardinal 

Mahony  on  same  topic 

1 8  May  04  Memorandum  fromREDACTED    to  Cardinal  Mahony  reporting  investigation 

progress  and  transmitting  copies  of  interviews 

10-12  Jun  04       Mandate  signed  by  Msgr.  Loomis,  appointingREDACTED 
as  his  canonical  advisor,  Advocate  and  Procurator 

14  Jun  04  Letter  fromREDACTED  toREDACTED  andREDACTED    ,  expressing  his 

concerns  about  the  case  on  behalf  of  his  client 

23  Jun  04  Letter  in  reply  fr0nREDACTED     j0REDACTED  re£errjng  inquiries  of  a 

canonical  nature  toREDACTED 

29  Jun  04  Letter  in  reply  fromREDACTED  toREDACTED 

REDACTED  REDACTED 
29  Jun  04  Letter  fron  to  requesting  a  meeting  to  discuss  the  case 


29  Jun  04 


REDACTED 


6  Jul  04  Report  of  an  interview  byREDACTED  0f  REDACTED 

transmitted  toREDACTED     by  fax  on  7  July  2004;KtDAG  1  tD  recounts 
incidents  of  Msgr.  Loomis  supplying  alcohol  to  him  and  various  friends  as 
altar  boys  of  elementary  school  age  at  Holy  Family  parish;  Loomis  also  used 
sexual  innuendos  frequently;  he  once  tookREDACTEDout  to  dinner  and  then  to 
an  R  movie  about  homosexuality  and  uninhibited  sexual  relationships;  his 
older  brothers  were  aware  of  Loomis'  reputation  at  Pater  Noster  HS  for  being 
homosexual 

7  Jul  04  Report  of  an  interview  b>REDACTED  0fREDACTED  a  grade  school 

friend  0jREDACTED     and  fellow  altar  boy;  he  recounts  two  incidents  of 
Loomis  supplying  alcohol  to  the  boys  and  other  friends  and  one  incident  of 
sexual  talk 
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7  Jul  04  Report  of  an  interview  byREDACTED  ofREDACTED       younger  brother  of 

REDACTED;  he  recounts  episodes  ol  Loomis  supplying  alcohol  to  him  and 
other  friends;  he  does  not  recall  any  sexually  suggestive  remarks 

8  Jul  04  Report  of  an  intervi  ew  bv  REDACTED  0f  RE  DACTE  D         ,  another  grade 

school  friend  of  the         '  ^  and  fellow  altar  boy;  he  recounts  similar 
episodes  of  Loomis  supplying  alcohol  to  him  and  his  friends  as  minors;  he  did 
not  engage  in  sexual  innuendos;  REDACTED 
REDACTED 


9  Jul  04  Memorandum  to  file  fromREDA^E°  ]  jficnrding  principal  points  of  his 

meeting  the  previous  day  with 

12  Jul  04  Memorandum  fromREDACTED    transmitting  copies  of  the  last  mentioned 

report  to  Msgr.  Cox  andKI=Urt0 1  c 

16  Jul  04      •      Letter  fromREDACTED  toREDACTED  acknowledging  receipt  of  the  two 

decrees  sent  at  his  request  and  presenting  his  observations  and  concerns  about 
the  process  with  respect  to  Msgr.  Loomis'  canonical  rights 

 T  ,  „.  t    .  REDACTED   ^  REDACTED  j-  i-    •        ■  <• 

22  Jul  04  Letter  frorr  to^c^^i^  ^g^^g  the  preliminary  investigation 

process  and  transmitting  five  pages  of  REDACTED    comments  and  questions 
on  the  information  made  known  to  him  thus  far 

2  8  Jul  04  E-mail  communications  between^  E  D ACT  E  D 

regard  to  contact  information  for  REDACTED 

30  Jul  04  Formal  interview  byREDACTED  (includes  a  copy  of 

REDACTED  ) 

30  Jul  04  Memorandum  to  file  by  REDACTED  reporting  his  attempt  to  schedule  a 

meeting  witrREDACTED 

r  a  i  •  *     •      u  REDACTED  r-REDACTED 

6  Aug  04  Formal  interview  by  of XLL^^  "-^ 

13 Aug 04  Letter fromREDACTED  toREDACTED  _       _  in 

!edacted)  asking  him  to  obt£  ^" 
conduct  an  interview  there 


redacted^  asking  him  to  obtain  the  archbishop's  permission  for  KtUMO  1  tu  to 


20  Aug  04  Letter  fromREDACTED  redacted  &mtiag 

permission  to  conduct  an  interview  in  his  jurisdiction 

31  Aug  04  E-mail  fxomREDACTED     toREDACTED  transmitting  copy  of  e-mail  from 

redacted         ~Archdiocesan  legal  counsel,  toREDACTED  civil 
lawyer  representinj;REDACTED 
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7  Sep  04  Foimal  interview  byREDACTED  •  of  REDACTED  [transcript 

pending] 

8  Sep  04  Formal  interview  bvREDACTED  •  of  REDACTED         9  plusREDACTED 

written  note  on  letter  dated  10  Sep  04  fronKtUAU  1  tu    (includes  a  copy  of 
REDACTEDreportwithREDACTED     3  corrections) 

9  Sep  04  Report  of  an  interview  bv  ^  DACTE  D         canonical  auditor  replacing 

REDACTED     0f  REDACTED  he  recounts  Loomis'  reputation 

at  Pater  Noster  H5>  fox  makine  sexual  inuendos  to  students.REDACTED 
REDACTED 


REDACTED  .  .  „  ,  , 

13  Sep  04  E-mail  memorandum  from     _         )  transmitting  a  copy  of  the  last 

mentioned  report  toREDACTED 

REDACTED 

14  Sep  04 

15  Sep  04 


17  Sep  04 

17  Sep  04  E-mail  from REDACTED  t0REDACTED    forwarding  the  transcripts  of  four 

formal  interviews 

18  Sep  04  E-mail  froirREDACTED  toREDACTED  transmitting  the  draft  of  a  letter  to 

redacted  dated  the  19th  of  September 

20  Sep  04  E-mail  fronREDACTED     tcREDACTED   acknowledging  the  latter's  e-mail  of 

the  17ft 

24  Sep  04  Formal  interview  fyREDACTEP  ■  of  Msgr.  Loomis^  updating  him  on  the 

"~~  progress  of  the  preliminary  investigation,  apprising  him  of  the  five  various 

allegations  of  misconduct  that  have  been  made,  and  including  responses  made 
by  Msgr.  Loomis  to  these  allegations  [transcript  pending] 

24  Sep  04  E-mail  fromREDACTED  _  to  Cardinal  Mahony, 

conveying  the  date  that  confirmation  was  administered  at  St.  Charles 
Borromeo  Parish  in  2002  (relevant  to  interview  ofREDACTED 

28  Sep  04  Memo  to  file  frorrREDACTED   reDortine  telephone  conversation  with 

REDACTED    hi  which  the  name  o;R  E  DACTE  D      is  pUt  forward  as  a 
potential  witness  on  behalf  of  Msgr.  Loomis 

REDACTED  REDACTED 
28  Sep  04  E-mail  from  to  updating  him  on  developments 

subsequent  to  the  formal  interview  of  Msgr.  Loomis 
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28  Sep  04  E-mail  from  REDACTED  REDACTED  tQ  ^  iatter>s  e_maii  0f  \  3  $ep, 

updating  him  on  developments  in  regard  toREDACTED 

29  Sep  04  E-mail  fromRED^CTED    to REDACTED'  inquiring  about  the  tetter's  availability 

to  resume  investigation  of  the  case 

„„  „  „  ,    „      REDACTED     REDACTED  _  , 

29  Sep  04  E-mail  reply  from  to  e-mail  of  the  previous  day 

.n  «     a  /t  -i       t.        1.  ^        REDACTED  REDACTED  . 

29  Sep  04  E-mail  exchange  between      _     _    3  and  ,  in  which  the  latter 

makes  known  his  continuing  unavailability  to  resume  investigation  of  the  case 
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Clergy  Assignment  Record 
Rev  Msgr  Richard  A.  Loom  is 


Current  Pritf$ry  Assignment  Pastor 


Birth  Dste- 
Birth  City  . 
Diaconate  Qrtimtian 
Priesthood  Ordiwtion 
DiocesB  N&rhe 
Date'  of  tncardlnsitidn 
RltU&l  Ascriptia 
Ministry  Status  . 

Mgil  address 


■8/2/1946 

San  Antonio,  Texas,  U.SA 
'  -  5/10/1975 
5/29/1976 

Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeies 

5/10/1975 

Latin. 

Active  Service 


Age: '  :■  57 
Deaheiy:  .  10 


REDACTED 


Homephone 
■Fax  phone 

Sennlhary 
gihnkity :-  • , 

jLanguafrefe) 
•English " .  ' .  . 
Spanish  . 


St/  John  Seminary,  Camarillo 
Unknown 

•  humpy. 
'  .Native  Language 
Ministerially  Adequate 


Assignment  History 

Assignment. 

Holy. Family  Catholic . Church,  Qlendale  -  Associate  Pastor 
,  (Parochial  Vicar),  Active  Service 

'  Bishop  Montgomery  High  School',  Torrance  -»  Faculty,  Active 
■Service; 

St.  Johri  Fisher  Catholic, Church,  Rancho  Pelos  Verdes  -- 
•  Resident,  Active  Service 

Ivlary.Star  of  the 'See  High  School,  San  Pedro  -  Faculty,  Active 
Service  '' 

'  Mary  Stan  of  the  Sea  Catholic/Church,  San  Pedro  -  Resident, 
Active  Service"  ■ '  ' 


Beginning  Pate  Completion  Date 
6/21/1976  '  7/9/1979- 


7/10/1979 


6/30/1980' 


7/10/1979  •'  6/30/1980 


7/1/1980     .  7/31/1984 


7/1/1980  7/31/1984 
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.Oaniel  Murphy  High  School,  Los  AnflSles  ».  Principal,  Active 
Service  .  \  '    '  .■• 

St,  Brendan  Catholic  Church,  Los.Arigeles  -■  Resident,  Active 
Service'  •'  '•  (  •. 

'  St.  QOnevteve  Catholic  Church,  Panorama  City  -  Associate 
Pastor  (Parochial  Vicar),  Active  .service 

St,  'Anthony-catholic  Qhgrch,  Oxnard  -  Pastor,  Active  Service 

-  Prelate  Of  Hi?  Holiness,  'Appointed  ■ 

-- '.Vicar,  Appointed  • 

•St  Charles  BttFrameo  Catholic  Church,  North  Hollywood  -  • 
"  Resident,  Active  Service 

r-  Vicarfor  Clergy,  Appointed'  ' 

"Arcridlocesan.Cathoilc  Center,  Los  Arigeles  -  Council  of  Priests, 
Active  Service  '  • 

,  Archdiocesan  Catholic  Center,  Los  Angeles  -  Secretariat 
'  Director^' Appointed 

--'  .Sabbatical'  •. 

Archdiocesan  Catholic  Center;  Los  Angeles  -  Secretariat 
'  pfrectof,  Active  Service  ; 

St.  Jerom'e:Catholic  Church,  Los  Angeles  -  Administrator  Pro 
Tern,  Active  .SerylC&  • 

.  S$.'  Felicitas  and  Perp'etua  Catholic  Church,  San  Marino  -- 
.  Pastor,  Active  Service 


8/1/1984  7/5/1988  ■  ' 

•8/1/1984  "  7/5/1988' 

7/6/1988  '  ■  4/14/1990 

4/15/1990  '  6/30/1995' 
$/6/199S. 

7/1/1995  12/31/1995  •  '• 

7/1/1995  12/31/2002  . 

1/1/1996  12/31/2000  ' 

1/1/1999  12/31/2000' 

5/1/1997  "(2/14/2001- 

1/1/2001  7/1/2001  • 

12/15/2001  '  1,2/31/2002  • 

1/3/2003  6/30/2003 

7/1/2003  ■  6/30/2009 
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LOS  ANGELES  TIMES  -  February  9,  2004 


A  Boyld  Heights  pastor  is 
revealed  to  be  one  of  at 
least  11  clerics  still, 
working  as  sex-abuse 
cases  pend.  Parishioners 
close  ranks.  .  * 

By  Jia-Rui  Chono-  , 
and  Jean  Merl  . 

TiiAes  Staff "Writers 

The  Roman  Catholic  Arch-' 
diocese  of  Los  Angeles  an- 
nounced Sunday  tp  a,  Somber 
conglegation'that-  another  one  of  v 
its  priests  has  been  accused  of 
5  sexual  apvt$e,  this  iame.in  a  civil 
:  suitffl^Eec,3l.'  ■  '  . 

Msgf.'  Gabriel  Gpnzales  read 
'  a  statement  from  t^'archdio- 
ceseio  narishloners  sit  Our  Lady  . 
.  of  the  Rosary  Of  Talpa  Church  in  ■ 
,  fiqyle:  Hfeights  during  a  Kla.ss..  It 
■  s^d  the '  pastor,  Father  'Frah- 
.  'cisco  ',  Mkted$, '  had  allegedly 
abused  someone  more  than  20  . 
years  ago  at  another  church. , 

'  'After.  !|a^S'demed:,the  aJle-  , 
gation,.  the  congregation  broke  • 
into  appiatisd. 


.    Several  miles  away,  in  San 
Marino,  parishioners  were  dos- 
sing, ranks  around  theft  embat^ 
'  :;tled'(:pastpr,.;  Msgr.  Richard  A- 
fc°f^Sv#is!Wgregatiori  St  S3, ' 
FeTOtararid-.  I%petua.  Church 
i  was:a^ppg-  those  at  several  par  - 
.  isftesy  informed  last'  week  about 
lawsulte.agai  nst  their  priests. 
:     :  I^oomis,  :  one  of  the  :  most 
':  ErQininent;  ,pf    the  accused 
•  Pnests\i$:}^^^^ 
...ics  who.reittaiH"iri;^^sn-^^i^> 
tnes,  pehding.  the:1  outcoMjes  ■  bf 
.thpsf  suits.  The  archdiocese'has 
s^dthatthe  clerics  liav&teenal- 
lowed.  to.  epnti'nue  because-  each 
bf  tbem  hais  denied'  WTorigdiiiKg 
aha  beeausfe  the  cases  lacte;4m-: 
I  mediatelyictedible  evidence; 
j  ,  NpnebftlitesiorfefeftdaHtsran- 
hounced  •lasf'i'week  is  under 
criinmal;tavestigatioii.  Oibeese 
officials  could  not  say  whether 
.'Mateos ,  was  the  subject  of  a 
criminal  Mvestigatibn. 

.Sunday's  services  at  both 
churches  brought  more  remind- 
ers, of  the 'difficulties  facing  the 
archdiocese  as  it  tries  to  grapple 
with  allegations  of  sexual  abuse 
,  m  lawsttts  Bled  by  about  500 
people,  .i  ;•         ;.         ,    . ;. 
•:.'  ^:3oyle,;ife^ats,  Gttmales 
formed  theiush6d,  150-person 
•  congregation- .  that    the  suit 
AgalriSt'Mateos  contained  "very 
I  skftchy  bfonhatidnf  about,  ati 
alleged  iibuse  at  nearby  Santa 
Isabel  Catholic  Church  from 
;  1976'  to  1970.  It  could  ,  not  be 
.  learned  whether  the  accuser  was. 
a  man  or  a  woman;  or  where  the 
'  suitwasfjled.  '  ' 

■The  Archdiocese .  in  recent 
[See  Priests,  PtitjeB8] 
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Another  Priest 


[Priests,  from  Page  Bl]' 

weeks  had  informed  other  par- 

'  ishes  of  possible  misconduct  by 
their  jpiieSts*  Thedejay  in  reveal- 
ing Mateos'  situation  occurred 
.because  trie  inforaiatipn  had  to 
be  cleared  with  the  priest's  Vin- 
centian  order  first,  Archdiocese 
spokesman  Tod  Tamberg  said 
Sunday.  '  '  '.-.,■ 

"You  probably  are  not  aware 
that,  your  pastor,  rather  Fran- 
cisco MateoSj  was  named  as  a . 
defendant  in  one  ofthese  [sexual 
abuse]  lawsuits,"  Gonzales  told 
the  congregation.  "We  wanted 

%  you  to  learn  ?  this'  information 

'  frpmus  .fir^rJMther  than  through 
•'  secular"  ripws  rcpp^s.5  ■ 

.     ;  i30r!|^e|7as^e^;:parishion- 

!  ers tti^f archdiocese  was  still 

. '  inV^stigatingthe  charges.  , 

,  _"" ;/  Agnrn^fiieed  Matebs,  70,  said: 
have  be'en.accii&d  also  after 

' '  ;aji/frryye^Sriiefe  ifc$$pa  with 
3pi:.  I  vme^:^h,<Stii^\^p^iie  in 
^ar^.■wa;y|seMj^,,  And'you  know 

■  trie."-,.'  '.  '  • '  ■  , 

f .  The  v^hurpfi.:;f^e4  With  the 
sound  of  clapping... 

;As .  pariMiioiiers '  filed  slowly 
out  trie .  front  .doors; !  sidrne  could 
be:/-'heHrd  asMng  each  other, 
"What  did  h^;dO?^iost  hugged 
MjiteosJ ^p^ed.JiS-rfaciS  or  mur- 

.  .r^^eii;^o;^,'6f #^c^utagement. 
v  "ity  Jg^rj^i^a^lb^i^r^shdok 

'  ;Ms  n;e:ad  an| ^^  neidflieir  niands  as 
'he  thardiedMfe^ 
port;         .  .'v,i  ,'f'      ,  .  •. 

Me.,  told  ,a^poij|fe,kfter  the 
seryfSe^  fiffiaf ftSfte'toythihg 
wrori|i^, r.;v,"  '•  ■ 

liDngtitne  'parisriipher  Lo- 
retta  Herhiiridez^-SO^iand  her 

.  .rnoi§er/M&^  jperntedez,' 80, 
smd^tHey>\vere:  shocked  by  the 

•  anripuncemenl.  .' '  V 

^rttta  Hgrnahdez,-.  a  social 
wor|ety  said  .  she  was  iglad  the 

'  ohufettft^ 

.  .ga|i^;i|M&U^.^|'|ll|^i.e  sexual 
;  \  jBTOs^i&afeer^ 

' -/'A  B^s1||f^i^^^]ieve  the' 
\;.^e^|^^feM|^||p|ps. ,  "He's 
very  amdble^  Hernandez  ;said, 
"What's  the  word  in  English? 

Laving,  kind  He  wQuldn't  do 

'^'a^fiirjf  ,  iflaj3p%>p|iate ;  with 
anyone."        i  , 
, ' m'S&n  Marino,  parishioners 
..were  coping  wi%:  laStweek's  an- 


A'. 


AtfJtE  CnsACK  Los  Angeles 

STIi.ii.  J|.|  WORK:  ilfsj/i;/  £ 
${$(^pjtHmits,  one'&ftJie  iripsf, 
'ffiti&ifani'ofthe  aectised  •  n."  t 
priests,  talks  to  parishioners. at. 
SS.FelibitdsandPerpetuqr.^' 
ClvdrcK  in  San  Marino. 

nbuncerhent- about  liobrnls*,^ 
•church, official' 'said  a  rrjapjift" 
ciised  'Momis.  of  abusing,  §ffl§ 
while- the  plaintiff  was  '.afi^B 
.  school  student  froml969  tp|?,f£ 
'•' '  •  Lobmis,  the;  former  h^fd*  of 
clergy  for  the  archoloce'pe'^h.q 
oversaw  misconduct  aUega|j$iifi 
against  priests,  has  Said' f^tpl 
nbt  recall  his  acalserahd 
iholest  him.  •  .  .  '  s  (  ;>^:'."l 

Trie  priest  ceiepratedt|,-9p'0 
am.  Mass  f b  at^i^  fuUjnoiu^e 


WW 

and  made  no  mention  of:ti].e..ac- 
cusation.    •'"'■."';':  .'-  ; ■■>■!.** / 


But  Mark -lliornpsoii^j^ie . 
church's  Pastoral  CounLcfl^Jgv- 
nouhced  near  the  end' '^f'Jj^f. 
MasS  that  reporters :  and  JMoj 
bers  of  SNAP  (Survivors' 
work  of  those  Abused  by;pMe£ts|: 
Were  waiting  outside.  -  .'J 


"Please,  treat  the  memfie^f 
SNAP  with  courtesy  and  ro 
spect,"  Thompson,  urgeiii^tne 
congregation,  adding  that^^se 
who  did  not  want  to  talk 
porters  could  offer  a.  'WofManl; 
ypii."  ■  '•         '  '  ■ ,  ^' ' 

•  Many  of  those  who  „^|d 
packed  the  large,  Spamso$t$'le 
church'  deelrned  comment;  '0 
porters  but ' 1  greeted  1  jjoo^js 
warmly  as  they  left  i;he  sejsqce^ 
offering  words  of  comfort.,'"'  " 
support.  , 

"God  bless  you!2' 


woman  as  she  shook'the  pii^^s 
hand.  "Our  prayers.  arq"'\vith 
you,"  another  said.'  .  '.' 

Uisher  Steve  apriani.^p,^ 
did'  not  believe  :the  acci^ajj^g. 
against  Loomis,  who  has  $e|a 
pastor  at  SS.  Felicitas  ar,d,Per- 
petua' since  last.sjmimer.,: 

'*Peopl6  are  concern^  ^Eqi 
it's  yet  to'  be'  proven,?  dijpj^gpi 
said..  '•"  ;  .  '  iJ^i 
.  Parishioner  Meghan  .,&or»;o 
said  she  was;  gadderied  byib^e} 
cusutions  and  the  attentio^' 

"It  M  quite  sad  that '  ptespi- 
cable  storjes  like  this  one  ama|jt 
so  mu'eri  public  interest.!  Jfad 
this  story  been  "about  attthgjif^ 
pie  wlibse  lives  werfe  affecte^JaJfi 
posittVe  way  by  our  pasto^'i^ 
few  people  would  even  taker  the 
time  to  read  about  it;  if  i|  e|sao 
made  headlines  at  e01,"  she  s^; 

"In  fairness  to  all  parties  |giB;- 
cemed  ...  each  defehd^jlf- 
serves  an  opportunity  ].!to'  he 
heard  ia  a  cottrt  bf  law^'t^lo 
added.  "It  is  rriost  unfortunate 
that  regardless  of  the  court's  ul- 
timate findings;  reputations  wiE 
be  damaged,  and  lives  will  be  ir- 
reparably destroyed;" 

During1  the  service,  two,  pro 
testersffbrri  SNAP  carriedM|ife 
in  the  brilliant  sunshine  out^M  ' 
Alyne  Ehtibrough,  who  tsajd 
she  had'beeh  abused  by  a  priest 
many  years  ago,-  said  she«?was 
protesting  the  church's  reslog- 
ses  to  hundreds-of  lawsuitk^- 
peciallyits  refusal  to  reIeas'|,Me 
pfersohhel-  records  of .'  ti«iac> 


cused. 

"I  will  hot  niake  a 


'•^eilt 


ndt  invalidate  any  allegatj,pfi 
cause  Iknow  theeourage  iw^s 
to  come  forward."  '  ■ 


1- 
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10  Priests 
iHLawsuits 


L.  A.  Archdiocese  says  it 
lacks  evidence  of  abuse. 
Cases  test  limits  of  trie 
'zero  tolerance'  policy; 

By  William  LoBDELi,  • 

ANI3  JBAN'G'ffOOlbKti   '  ' 
•Times  qtqffWriiers 

At  least  10  priests  in  the  Bo- 
man  Catholic  Attjhdidcese  of  Los 
Angeles  remain  in  parish  minis- 

'  try  despite  lawsuits  filed  late  last 

•year  that  accuse  them  of  molest- 
ing children.  *"  • 

Among  the  priests  are.  some 
of  the  areli^ocese's  niost.promi- 
nent  clerics, 7  mciuding  -Msgr. 
Richard  A:'Loamis,  former  head 
of  clergy  who  oversaw  niiscon- 
dvxfr  allegations  against  priests; 
Msgr,  Patricl^Reiily  in  Burbank; . 
and  father Michael  J.  Carroll, 
who' was  voted  Walnut's  man  of 
the  year  last  weelt.    .  '  •  ... 

Church  leaders  justified;  their 
action  by  citing  lack  of  evidence 
to  support  the  aUegationsaiidi  in 
some  casej?,  their  liiabiltty  to  jri- 
teraeyi[.1^e  viciiimi'l  Announce-, 
merits'  of,  .the  accusations  were  ' 
made  in  the  cpngr^gatiQns  of  tfie  • 
priests  last  Sunday.;, .. 

Each  clerigjias  denied  \^bng- 

'  dpteg,.  and  itqhe;  'ate  under  c'fiini- 
nalmyestig^tion.:r  '  '■:    V,V    ,  • 
The.?a^e>',t4s.fc  the  ;limits  ;Of 
trie  1f^ti||j[Jsi  Szefo  (tbfefanci"' 

-  policy  :ft|a|ipst'.:priest^:,miSpoiir 


.saat&V^Srlbara,  *-sai&'  'ifiq-  -.wits 
"siibcte'ci'  whfiiFl  'heard  •  ;6f '-this . 

" '  '    '           '  :dc'cp- 
  of  # 

■■^'a^ 

.  .absolutely  fiSlkje.".  .'^ 'L.,-  "Vk 
.,•  f ''.  tlfj^arfi'bpher.  of  Our  Lady  of 
.vttje-  ^sriiy/  tehurrfi  '  iniVfaf a- 
'  r'np'miE  released  ii  statetnent  de- 
{  nying  the'  ajlegat((m.\#hc  ^ 
'.  '$Lopese  .wdi'nBt'  fjnd/it  (Sredible,* 
'• ".  andln^i^'h9^^isi©/thfelawr 
:^t/tfiestate^eit'gald.;..>'  --  .. 
'i'lie  (ii;lU!F  piiests  s|ill  on  ac- 


^an^p^hat^th^gh  :^^s^f 

. Mircffsehaferforlhi^  .'v:: 
'  .^e,hayff.heen  .cr^bfe./^..- 
jalft allegations :.arn  triie  .pr  im-  ■■,  %^^od}:  ^  v!:': 
-mediately  credible.'' ,  .'  ■  •    •         *    .  •  \  :  W I ;,-/  ;•  !-  >  ,  < f 
^  ^nd  tliere^et^etliat^e  .^rt^LES.  We  re^at'$e;Wor^'-. 
demonstrably  false  »he/Said.^o; ,  ^^^mmM  h\&$m$  ■  - 
MS  someone  out  of  . n-.ta.strj-    thc,tardiha|^:»hPUnitpcl'Sta&s'  ./ 
<ghen  aUegatons ; jre:  fglse  ^'.^.^f^^^i^TlIre  Is;-  .' 

;cr'onin  ;bfi  jojir  Lady  1j$iabjgd^te 
'Ghiircft;;^ 
/Fejliififidp^ 

M<uH.«MEf"--.;S1i  --as.^,^.  ,..    ..  Bl^sse'aj  Virgin  M'a^ 'CWBh;-4h 

accrual  •   .,  Ang0ieS^iid.Samuel:Ore%  i 
•■•  ...     .  t,-.  iu-  „.        ■ ...  \:-:Breserjtation  of.\tary  'Church;  f 


djuged^Calsb  dinKnishsis  ShSpil' 


starch  has: put  . the  protection  of- j,&vUit.;/S  l 


.'.Iri.isoihe. cases,  the,  statjis'^f . 


..^^e|r^ml*not|l§e^e-  ;   VolibyS  fhbi; 

:GSisSSorSy1wSfcS  ■it^m^^-- ^smmmmm^ 

jepiesents  abqpt  80  alleged  vie    ^ln,sterlal  dLlt,es   -  -  —'•—"' 


4§try>  are  'a^png  .about 
t^g^les«area,eleriGs  naiuedihaii 

'-J^ll^ie  jai|stots^ere':ffled';after , 
'  CjUitottil.a'gme.ff  for  onp  yijar.  tliij ' 
statute'  of  l^tatiglis.  fpif  /older 
,,G'as?s:  ;0f  ■  sexual-iatiust!:  iuyolvirig- 
 ''  "  '       '  sued 


!i'rfer^.---v.;:^s^^p--.,v;: 


tig-     '^ojaerVof^  >..'•  j 

ed.v i&vteprd of Sanifibg^e: eKurciwn  ,.  ;.^p;4;da^;  6%- ppiuiyj  deHiu; ; 


Mftjcferii;'  ::e9deHce;i!  tne  stand- 
ifdfbfprfepf  heeded  to  remove  a 
.priest^ trorn  mlnistriV  iinder  the. 

refermedpolicy:.  '  '• 
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',  .  "It  ajl.hangs  on  what's  cred- 
ible evidence,  ahd'that's;up'  tb% 
ternretnt'.tori,"  said  •  -.'Fattier 
'  ^  "'u  ~  ~  J.'  Kees'e, ,  editor  of  the 
■ '  •  -weekly  '< :  iiifigazihe_ 


•Jh|^|l ipi-!g|}jie,  dioceses,  New  ■ 
Orleans,  for  (example/  follow  iff-: 
:.  yestlgativ.e;pro(jedure$  §ippilar  to 

officials .  '^fi^^^^^^M^'., 

ici^.'iiritil',  .ji^^^^s^ 
.pl^tqVt-Sfeiilfu^ 

Iiafiryette',  Ea.  .  •f3i%!if|: 

cese'S  deejsjon  to  Iseep  accused 
pnesbs  in  mlrijsti^/&W§^ij^J^f/' 
ther  strain  on  tlio^Ure'ad^\acnv-: 
rd^iiSiisV,  relatidnsrjig;;vn§l^^gs 
thfkiliufciihierare^  ; 
viptirfts  aha  their j^wd^fii^.  *-j  '•  y 
'"  I :  <T' wouldn't /triljSt  'the  'j^^g',' 
''  to  £dpv^s$i$^^£in(yQ^]^^d^t^|^-. 
thefc  Thorhtis'  P.  E*by)fe,lvffia>coh 
wfoto  a  re^j^^b'ttS^t?®^^'. 
.198  §*.  wairong  of .  problems  .wife 
-.  abusive.  pne'sts.-'*From  history, 
we'd  kjjutir  lt'$  seltserHrtiig.Jifeey  ! 
'shpuldh't     be'    investigating;  ' 
spr^eQ|],§^lio^dpe^yesti^ating',  ! 
them,"  '  •  :-V  •■    '.'.'.'/,   v'.  ''■  ;i 
Vietgj}s'';a#gd^  ] 

■  laWsuit-  should  prbvia&'.eiloiigii 

*  evidence  'to.- justify  plaolnji 's& 
priestori  leave.  Califorrdaiaw  re- 
quires an  independent  therapist 
to  attest  to  the  merits'  of  a  plain- 
tiffs allegations  before  a  sexual 
abuse  lawsuit  can  be  filed.  After 
.  Jfchatj /a%idge  must decide-  if  -  the 
-■silit'has  rnerit;  ebpu^fO;.ptfc ' 

eeed.  •  ; .:  -;     ,>.''.       ;  .  rV 
.  must^c6^y4rie^b'6thc|i' 
.  attpftiey.  ^d;a,trie^p^t*betbye' '. 
'  ffing,%said  ^ 

..PjrosU  (§N^..:^p»i&  epjild 

■  'stjf^%fet  :phWeh'i&^^i||i||t"-. 
to  cgivc  rnore  weight'  and  fire"- 
^^i<h  0-  •'  ijci  v  axi  -.Sllftg^^a^  ;tfe.a| is 

*  over  die  tMt.%'.p^atfely  present- ., 
/e.d"nn a churp'frbfTirie:.  ,;V:.' • ' '•.<; i"? 
'  •  r:SKAP '  ippjinbersi/ih.  Los"Arir 

*  g'elbspAab.  tb  prptest  the  Mch^  ' 
^|p!s';£pii^|!u^^ 

'  ishes  ofthe^  :.: ;  ■ .  .•' 

1  ■  '"Church  outbid 

the,  victim's,'  tHe-p'oHep,  mSnjj^i:'; 

health  ..  .  prpfessiorials    •  and  . 

judges;"  ,  said  Mary  Ciraiitt  ..re>  ' 
"  gion^;direc'toii:  of  th>.'grtiui^.'.."I 
,. .  do  tft' believe*'  dRireli  bllieialsare 


'  in'ii  diieminu;  They  know  exactly 
,  what' they  are  doing  i'rrstoriewall- 
'  ingahdprotectingpriests,."',, 

V  'Sui  others  said. that '^fchout 
..hard  .evidence,  placing  ■  a .  priest 
oh  admi^trattve.  leave  was  .fun-  •' 
darneiitally  unfair  and  could  lead ' 
-.  to  witch  huhjs/  "     '".  • 

uficons'0|6hable,fi .  salfe  William  ■ 
Donahue,"  •  ,pfe{uden|;f  ;df  •  . 
Catliplfej  l;eagtie  ,;|or'';fiB|g&u| 

.  and-  fe-'ivii  Mghts.'-at.coris^alife' 

,  group',  with.1  ■,350;6o,g'^rneriibers.. 

•''Bishops,  protect,  thciftseivej 
'  I3%n]^SfcplA^ 

ptih#  of  tiie  abou^d.qiiriest-s.  '; 
.  '^fheyjan!  selling  tfiran  doivh  the 

ttverf*      ,        .,  -  ■; "  .  i-.'  ':■■•'■.. \~  > ' 
■  ^ll::^<^^,;'ii9i^(^•'gtkeI^•■wilo 
,  t^^0^^^l^  10.  ^ac-" 

c##'S#&tis|jpiuii!6s'  Angeles 
.  •  ArpUti&^esff  M;ls).igs,  salda  sin- 

.S^Ifett^Mbfia^u'Se.  -^without. 
,  corroborating  •  ,  evidence  . ' 

Shouldn?t;.  be.  ehdugh.  to  put  'a  . 

(;iorjfj!mari pri leave;  -  .■':'  '  . 
-  "It;  doesn't.  ap'i?ear-  that  they 

ar0;a:$i4^ejret^s^Jb  anybody,  so  ' 
/Unless  tlbre  is  nidre.to  it,  there's 
:'  still  a  certain  prcstimptioh:.[of'iii- . 

nocencej  iri'i^^pufitryitShe 
.  said.,  Stdfef^^Pfii^^la^^.; 

tjuired  psyp®ifl8|^flM8p's^ire . 

iiltid  under.  |n^,t-b|M«ther 


-  r^a&ih-^he^te||i|s''pfj!4§4^d 
•priests.:lastil,v|efe^  ' 
•  most  detallldsi^^l^gai'ibf 
.  the;ahuse.  ^IpgatVibs-pa^er  by- 
the  krehdiO0gse1j4^i^i£r:i;^.. 
"  .  ■  mhalfyth'e  BHses^Bari's^^esrs 
;  w.ere  tolpt 'ijftat)th6^bhdiQeesie,,s, 

$%$^j$rb3fa  c'djisistg'  :§pmMy- 
f$mp$Ei  J^nd .  twi*'  p^ei?s|;^i^ti- 
V-g^edj-fea-fplind  np^..e1^|.elt'|6.-of  ■ 
;  ^c'b'nduct.  in  the-'btlig!;«^es,- 
'•■  t|'f jf dard  idid^npt,  -reiE*|lS^i^ , 
;tbatfihe\accus'?fs  b'e.'piEifife'd.'.bh ' 

'  ■    ■  tt;-a'fel^'/cases|'ftS!r!  linstahce, 
'.  titt|  archdipc.es'e.  Said'iti'h^d'bipri  ' 
uhJib^  tp  Me»Ylewrith^i,%cu|pr 
'arid  -c.dhiA^i|ea/4M^a|teg^^pp 

•  !?he^sayyln  batsxre,"  lacld^B  .the 
;  K/iid  of  detail  needed  fqfv.the 

-,'  dKhp^pceseyto/cpBdubt'  ft  W&ii- 


defense 
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RCALA  006466 


LES  TIMES 


Priests  accused  of  abuse  in  lawsuits 


..These  10  EOman.C^olic  priests  were  &cci4se$ir>f/  sexnaj  abusejin  civil  lawsuit's  filed  last'year  Tlie 
Archdiocese,  of  T^-Angeles  tm  reviewed- the  aMgatfciifc  ate  all*  eAMffiin  pafisis  mitiisfcry  •  -. 


Michael  J.  Carroll,  pastor.  San 
Lorenzo  RUiz  Church.  Walnut 

Accused  of  molesting  a  teenage 
.girl  frorjl  1&6J.-J7&  'at'SVApfcel'm. ' ' 
Parish  in  Lo&  Angeles*,-      ,  •>•■ 
He.denied  the  allegation.  The '  ' 
.  Slergy  Misconduct  Oversight 
Bpird  of  the  Rcrnan  Cathplic 
•Archdiocese  of  Los- Angeles' 
recommended  he  remain  iri  the  1 
.ministry.- 


Sean-CroniriraSsoora^pastor, , 
Our  Lady  of  LoUrdes  C'hjlr.ch,;  • '*',' 
Northridge      5  .i-fci,:'., 
Recused  of  mo|f>stingtfe:?iIf2,l(,".'r: 
children  between  1,972  and  1^8Q 
while.at  St:  SeneftieA/e^|f-ii|j^;! 
Panorama  City  and  St  Mpn||a'i[  ;' '  -i 
Parish  in  Santa  Monica,        '•:••'{. . 
.He  denied  f.  heialfega.tron.si'"ih;f;  v._  T 
.....  ,i,feoard?recQmnlendeti  he  rematrt  w 
sfLerorhgifUrtber,  investigation. 


Edward  Dober.  pastor.  Our  Lady" 
4  \%..  .of  the  Ros.ariyGhlfrcii.  Paramount 

I,  a       Accused  ot  fondling  a  boy  at 

t  *    "-iBS    Queen  of  the  Angels  Junior  - 
..Semi  na  ry -in-  Los'  AH'ge[Ss'  ifi  -1990' ' 
..and  1991. ...    .  x       •  V'iJte 
•••'He  denied  the  0k^t\^s,:ni&:^i 
board  found  no  evidence  of 

rtoldDober  had  the.arehdioeese's-V 
ron  pktt  rmftdencre  H 

taiWaBefcRernand^-.S^S'liaM'H  ■■' '  *' 
-p^stpr*,  AwMW^wfe-K 
Blessfed  Virgiifljijl^^q^,^^ 
Pasadena  ,  ^ 

1981  at  St  Hilary  Parish  in  ficb 
Rivera.'^  ^^01)^^4 
/.He denied the>p|||0f rjgL^lV/  ''.'■• 
.Angeles  polled  J&idWmade 
incriminating  statements  during  a 
taped  conversation  with  the  alleged  virjtita  The^  board 
recommended  he  remain  in  "parish  nffnii.trv.ghd 
stated  it  had  insufficient  infol-maHsrUd  investigate  \  *■ 


infprrriat|on  currently  available 


James  Mj  Forci  pasttfr  San 
Roque  Church'  Santa  Barbara  J 
Accused  of  rriolesting  a  teenager  [ 

■  from  about  1968  to  1971  it  an 
unspecified  parish  ii^the  city  of  v 
Ot>ange  ^"5  \  v  x 

He  denied  tht  allegation  The 

spoardjfaund-itWas  'Tiot  ••  •- 
approgqatc  to  plqcb  him  op 
adrmnistVatiVB  leave  'basecf  on 


Msgr.  Richard  A.  Uooriiis,  pastor,  \ 
Sts.  Felicitas  and  Pqrpetua 
.  Churchv  San  Mafirfaf  |' '•';'  '' 
Accused  of  mple's't0g^',b,o^.  kti*  - 
between  ia69la^iiM'whHn)be/'-. 
taught  at  aios  A^g6tK5-a%a'C;.*»  ' 
Catholic  high  scljb&j;  '-  •/..;,-  ' /Wi-' 
.  H  e.  d  e  n  i  e  d  th  e  a  I  (e!ga  1 1  iri  ,;1lh  e  y  M . 

,o_f  miscondi4'^h:^|^ri.0|'es.&nt^d 
to  us   Parishioners,  V/ereloldfrit 
Loomis  had  the  archdiocese  st^ipftfete  confidence 

Richard  ^^mm^^^T 

Angelo-  ^f". 
^cdusStof  f  o  n^$$$'&£^sji:  f) 
Queen  of  trie ^n^els  Junior  ^ 

and  199,1  fm^m^§' 

He  demeli  tfie''a|«M|p||if ffe. 
board  found  no^iderjpekjf 
misconduct   Parishioners  \Vere 
told  Martini  tad  the  archdiocese  s.  Gortiplote 
confidence."  ••     •  .  ■  k  ■■■^•f  7:.-.\  - 


further  investigation, 


Samuel  Orellana  associate 
pastor  Presentation  of  Mary 
Church  Los  Angeles-  , 
Accused  of  miscbnduct\i  19^7  At 
Sagrado  Cbrazoh  Pansf)  in  1 
Compton  / 
He  denied  the  allegation  and  sard 
he  did  rio£jfein6mbe*r  the  aceUseY 
The  buar^eebmrfjencfed  fie 
remain  in  theirninis,tr!£  pending' 


Msgr  Patr^h  ReiHy,  pastor 
ernentUS)  SU  Robert  B^lfarmine 
Churcb^Burryank 

Acciise^d  of  m^hdrtdU^-fetWeen 
19,8b and  984wnle  itSdfind 
ffeartP^fstrlb  Cuviiid  "*  • 
He  denied feallef  Jions-Thf 
overstghfteedi^dffwfe-VVas 
np  cr<  dibit  fvid.ru i  ot 
m/seo^»rV%/?I»t 

fvlsgr  Manuel  SanchK^f^sW 
emenfuls  Sacred  Hear<  fihurch 
Pbrpoha    1  *■  ~*  " 

Accused  of  rttajestipgacjijfd  in 
1S&1  White1  pastor  at  Sacred,  Heart 
Pandh  irt  Pomona 
TKo  board  fbtfnd  that  Jtfje 
pVidencfe  did  not  support  the 
charges  ^ 


~3- 


XII  000635 


LOS  ANGELES  TIMES 


List  of 


Sued 


,  A  Boyle  Heights  pastor  is  ; 
revealed  to  be  one  of  at  : 
least  11  clerics  still 
working  as  sex-abuse  ; 
cases  pend.  Parishioners  .; 
close  ranks.   \   ^  - 

By  Jia-Rtji  Ciionq  ,  :' 

and  Jean Mkrl       ...  ..  \ . 

.  Tithes  Staff  Writers     .    '"  •'  ,?  •' 

The  Roman  Catholic  Arch-  .  | 
diocese  of  Lbs  Angeles  an- ...  ' .  ■  • 
nounced  Sunday  to  a,  somber  '  y 

. .  congregation  that  another  one  of    v      ■  ';■ 

its  priests  has  been  accused  of    ■<  S 
•;  sexual abuse^ this time.in.a civil  'Vj' 
'  suit  filed  Dec,  3L        .    .     "  ,  • 
Msgr;  Gabriel  Gonzales  read  . 
a  Statement  from  the '  archdio-  '  i 

cese  tp  parishioners  at  Our  Lady 
of  the  Rosary  of  Talpa  Church  in  '  .:.'\. 
,  Boyle  Heights  during  a  Mass.,  it  ■  i .  i;-; 
said  the  pastor,  Father  '^Pran-  ,  ,'  .; 
, '  Cisco  Mateos,  had.  allegedly  ,  i 
abused  someone  more  than  20  'i! 
years  ago  at  another  church.  > 

Alter  Mateos  denied  the  alle-  / 
gation,  the  congregation  broke  . 
,'  into  applause.'  ,.  ' 


-  February  9,  2004 


Several  miles  away,  in  San 
Marino,  parishioners  were  clos- 
ing tanks  .uound  their  embat- 
tled pastor,  Msgr.  Richard  A. 
Loomis.  The  congregation. of  SS. 
Felicitas  and  Perpetua  Church 
was  among  those  at  several  par- 
ishes informed  last  week  about 
lawsuits  against  theirpnests.  ' 

Loomis,  _one  of  the  most 
prominent  of  the  accused 
priests,  is  among  at  least  II  cler- 
ics who  remain  in,parish  minis- 
tries pending  the,1  outcomes  of 
these  suits.  The  archdiocese  has 
.  said  that  the  clerics  have  been  al- 
lowed to  continue  because  each 
of  them  has  denied'  wrongdoing 
and  because  the  cases  lack  im- 
mediately credible  evidence. 

None  of  the  10  defendants  an- 
nounced last  week  is  under 
criminal  investigation.  Diocese 
officials  could  not  say  whether 
Mateos  was  the  subject  of  a 
criminal  investigation 

Sunday's  services  at  both 
churches  brought  more  remind- 
ers of  the  difficulties  facing  the" 
archdiocese  as  it  tries  to  grapple' 
;  with  allegations  of  sexual  abuse 
in  lawsuits  filed  by  about  500 
people.  .  i 

In  Boyle  Heights,  Gonzales 
informed  the  hushed,  150-person 
congregation  that  the  suit 
against  Mateos  contained  "very 
sketchy  information."  about  an 
alleged  abuse  at  nearby  Santa 
Isabel  Catholic  Church  from 
1976  to  1979.  It  could  not  be 
learned  whether  the  accuser  was 
a  man  or  a  woman,  or  where  the 
suit  was  filed. 

The  Itfchdioccse  in  recent 
#[See  Priests,  PageBS] 


Another  Priest 


[Priests,  from  Page  B1J 
weeks  had  informed  other  par- 
ishes of  possible  misconduct  by 
their  priests*  The  delay  in  reveal- 
ing Mateos'  situation  occurred', 
because  the  information  had  to 
be  cleared  with  the  priest's  Vin- 
centian  order  first,  Archdiocese  • 
spokesman  Tod  Tamberg  said 
Sunday.   '  '  ' 

"You  probably  are  not-aware 
that  your  pastor,  Father  Fran- 
cisco Mateos,  was  named  as  a. 
defendant  in  one  of  these  [sexual  , 
abuse]  lawsuits,"  Gonzales  told 
the  congregation.  "We  wanted 
you.  to  learn  this  information 
from  us  first  rather  than  through 
secular  news  reports.*" 

Gonzales  assured  parishion- 
ers that  the  archdiocese  was  still 
investigating  the  charges.  ; 
';  A  grim-faced  Mateos,  70,  said: 

■  "I  have  been  accused  also  after 
ail  my  years  here  in  Talpa  with 
you;  X  never  touched  anyone  in 
any  way  sexually.  And  you  know 
me."    \  '  '.     '  "  '   ,  ' 

The  church  filled  with  the 
sound  of  clapping. 

As  parishioners  filed  slowly  ' 
out  tiie.front  doors;. some  could 
be  heard  asking  each  other, 
"What  did  he  do?":  Most  hugged 
Mateos,  patted  his  face  or  mur-  . 
•  mured  words  of  encouragement. 
The  gray-haired  pastor  shook 
his  head  and  held  their  hands  as 
he  thanked  them  for  their  sup- 
port. 

He  told  a  reporter  after  the  , 
service,  "I  haven't  done  anything  , 
wrong."   '      -   ' ..  - 

Longtime   parishioner  Lo- 
retta  Hernandez,  50, ;  and  her 
mother,  Maura  Hernandez,  80, 
said  they  were  shocked  by  the  1 
announcement. 

Lbretta  Hernandez,  a  social 
worker,  said  she  was  glad  the 
church  had  informed  the  congre- 
gation because  possible  sexual 
abuse  is  a  serious  and  frighten- 
ing topic. 

But  she  could  not  believe  the 
allegation  against  Mateos.  "He's 
very  amable"  Hernandez  said. 
"What's  the  word  in  English?  .  r. 
Loving,  Mnd. .  lie  wouldn't  do 
anything1 .  inappropriate  '  with 

■  anyone."   '  .'  - •'       ' .  , 

In'  Sail  Marino,  parishioners 
were  coping  with  last  week's  an- 


ANNE  CusACK  Los  Ani/'etea  0^0. 

STII.L  AT  tfOKKiMsg^,- 
Richord  Loomis,  oneoftt0  most., 
prominent  of  the  acciised^^ 
priests,  talks  tdparishioii^fka% 
SS.  Felicitds  and  Perpetuq'hp' 
Church'in  San Marino,      ,V: -ij. 

nouricement  about  loomis.,. 
church  official  said  a  ma^J^j-; 
cused  Loomis  of  abusing  fpr| 
while  the  plamtiff  was  .S,,';li®i 
school  student  from 1969  top$: 

Lobmis,  the  former  nfead' of 
clergy  for  the  artaidiocese^ijig 
oversaw  misconduct  allegai^c^ 
against,  priests,  has  kMd.  hph^d 
riot  recall  his  accuser  and  rfidpo'i 
molest  him.    : .  i'.^^ 

The  priest  celebratedl^SgO 
am.  Mass  to  a  typical  mll  hoiise 
and  made  no  mention  ,of 'thelac.- 
cusation.  ' 
"'"  But;  Mai-k  Thompson  of  the 
church's  Pastoral  Council,  an- 
nounced near  the  end'\.{&-*|iu»i 
Mass  that  reporters  •  and'|n|mr 
bers  "of  SNAP  .  (Survivors^e^ 
wbrk.of  thos^eAbusedb^PneJts]. 
were  waiting  outside. 


"Please  treat  the  member^  oi 
SNAP  with  courtesy  and  re- 
spect," Thompson  urged)  "the 
congregation,  adding  that  'thepge 
Who  did  not  want  to  talk  to  Re- 
porters could  offer  a  "No,  than)t 

you„  ,^^7 

Many  ot  those  who  iad 
packed  the  large,  Spamsh-style 
church  declined  comment  to  jep 
porters  but  greeted  Loomis 
warmly  as  they  left  the  service, 
offering  words  of  comfort  $nd 
support. 

"God  bless  you!"-  -  s^d^p.a 
woman  as  she  shook  the  prists 
hand.  "Our  prayers,  are  "with 
you,"  another  said  . 

Usher  Steve  Cipriani  saidijip 
did'  not  believe  the  accusation 
against  Loomis,  who  has  pe'eji 
pastor  at  SS.  Felieitas  and.Per- 
petua  since  last  summer.      *  ■ 

"People  are  concerned,  ,»T«it 
it's  yet  to  be  proven,"  Ciprjfonjl 
said..  -  i,Jq 

Parishioner  Meghan  ,{Jqezo 
said  she  was  saddened  by  th$  sje- 
cusations  and  the  attention-"' 

"It  is  quite  sad  that '  jiespir 
cable  stories  like  this  one  a£ 
so  much  piiblic  interest^  Ifed 
this  storybeen  about  all  tKe-pexJ- 
pie  whose  lives  were  affected 
positive  way  by  our  pastor^  yjssy 
few  people  would  even  take*- the 
time  to  read  about  it,  if  ijL'ej&p 
made  headlines  at  all,"  she  'sapo 

"In  feirness  to  all  parties  json- 
cerned  ...  each  defendai$ta&  t 
_  serves  an  opportunity ,  tp^Jje 
heard  in  a.  court  of  law,"  xCorzp 
added.  "It  is  most  unfortun'aie 
that  regardless  of  the  court's  ul- 
timate findings,  reputations  will 
be  damaged,  and  lives  will  be  ir- 
reparably destroyed." 

During  the  service,  two  pro- 
testers from  SNAP  carried- signs 
in  the  brilliant  sunshine  outsltfeV 
Alyne  Kimbrough,  who  said 
shehad'been  abused  by  a'priest 
many  years  ago,  said  she  was 
protesting  the  church's  resjkKt-'. 
ses  to  hundreds'of  lawsinfs.ie^- 
pecially  its  refusal  to  releasjj  t&e 
personnel-  records  of  tf>e  (iag- 
cused.     :■[]  \^Sr 

"1  will  not  make  a  judgment 
as  to  the  allegation"  against  'igc;- 
jttiis,  Kimbfough  said.  "But  J  will 
not  invalidate  any  allegation  lo- 
calise I  know  the  courage  ittakes 
l to  come  forward."  '  "'V,» 
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SUPERIOR  COURT  OF  THE  STATE  OF  CALIFORNIA 
FOR  THE  COUNTY  OF  LOS  ANGELES,  CENTRAL  DISTRICT 


BC307934 

CASE  NUMBER: 

COMPLAMTFOR  DAMAGES  FOR: 

1 .  CHILDHOOD  SEXUAL  ABUSE; 

2.  NEGLIGENCE; 

3.  NEGLIGENT  SUPERVISION/ 
FAILURE  TO  WARN; 

4.  NEGLIGENT  HIRING/RETENTION 

7.  BREACH  OF  FIDUCIARY  DUTY; 

8.  NEGLIGENT  FAILURE  TO  WARN, 
TRAIN .  OR  EDUCATE  PLAINTIFF; 

14,  NEGLIGENCE  PER  SE  FOR 

'  STATUTORY  VIOLATIONS; 

17.  PREMISES  LIABILITY;  AND 

18.  SEXUAL  BATTERY 


Plainfiffe. 
v. 

DEFENDANT  DOE  1 ;  DEFENDANT  DOE 
2;  DEFENDANT  DOE  3;  DEFENDANT 
DOE  4;  DEFENDANT  DOE  5; 
DEFENDANT  DOE  6;  DEFENDANT  DOE 
,7;  DEFENDANT  DOE  8;  DEFENDANT 
DOE  9;  DEFENDANT  DOE  10, 
DEFENDANT  DOE  11:  DEFENDANT  DOE 
12;  DEFENDANT  DOE  13;  DEFENDANT 
DOE  14;  DEFENDANT  DOE  15; 
DEFENDANT  DOE  16  and  DOES  17 
through  1000  Inclusive 

Defendants. 


[Filed  Concurrently  With  Certii^^ifg 
Merit]  ~  -    "  a 

(Demand  for  Jury  Tripg  1 1 
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Based  upon  information  and  belief  available  to  Plaintiffs  at  the  time  of  the  filing  of 
■this  Complaint,  Plaintiffs  make  the-  following  allegations: 

INTRODUCTION 

From  1955  through  2002  at  least  28  high  ranking  priests  within  the  Defendant  Doe 
Archdiocese  inner  circle  have  been  accused  or  convicted  of  sexually  molesting  children. 
These  priests  occupied  the  highest  positions  in  education  and  in  administration  within  the 
Defendant  Doe  Archdiocese.  While  sejcualiy  molesting  an  untold  number  of  children  well 
placed  priests  including  Bishops  Juan  Arzube  and  G.  Patrick  £lomann  used  their 
prominence  in  the  Archdiocese  administration  to  cover-up  for  othsr  priests  who  sexually 
molested  children  and  to  funnel  these  other  priests  into  positions  of  prominence.  Priests 
involved  in  education  such  as  Leland  Boyer  and  Gerald  Fessard  ulilized  their  positions  of 
authority  to  gain  access  to  victims  and  then  to  f  unnst  the  children  they  molested  into 
seminaries  and  the  priesthood. 

These  28  priests  and  likely  many  others  occupied  positions  such  as  Auxiliary 
Bishops,  Vicar  for  Clergy,  Vicars  General,  Consultors,  Judges,  school  board  members, 
Directors  of  Confraternity  of  Christian  Doctrine,  teachers  and  Deans  at  local  seminaries 
and  recruiters  for  seminaries,  The  elevation  of  child  molesters  to  these  positions  helps 
explain  why  so  many  child  molesting  priests  were  protected  by  the  Defendant  Doe  - 
Archdiocese,  how  so  many  child  molesters  became  priests,  and  how  so  many  seminarians 
and  priests  became  child  molesters*  The  presence  of  such  a  high  number  of  high  ranking 
Child  molester  pnssts  in  the  Defendant  Doe  Archdiocese  underscores  the  institutional  and 
cultural  acceptance  and  acquiescence  in  child  molestation  by  priests.  It  is  concordant  with 
the  systematic  failure  of  the  Defendant  Doe  Archdiocese  to  take  appropriate  action  to 
prevent  further  sexual  abuse  of  children. 

EDUCATION 

Child  molester  priests  congregated  in  three  arms  of  Archdiocesan  religious 
education:  (1)  Administrators;  (2)  faculty  at  the  Junior  Seminary  and;  (3)  members  of  the 
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Vocations  Commission  who  acted  as  recruiters  for  the  Junior  and  Major  Seminaries,  in 
these  capacities  child  molester  priests  ted  increased  opportunities  to  seek  out  additional 
victims  who  they  then  steered  Into  the  seminary.  Once  there  they  were  preyed  upon  and, 
for  loo  many,  inculcated  Into  a  perverse  lifestyle  where  the  only  thing  unacceptable  about 
molesting  children  was  being  caught  by  someone  that  might  complain.  There  can  be  little 
doubt  that  this  systematic  molestation  of  children  at  the  seminaries,  grade  schools  and 
parishes,  was  known  within  the  community  of  priests.  Fellow  priests  did  nothing  to  prevent 
trie  continuation  of  abuse  because  they  themselves  were  molesting,  or  they  feared  reprisal 
from  the  high  ranking  priests  who  were  child  molesters. 

.  REDACTED   _  Throughout  his  reign  in  the  hierarchy  of  the  Defendant  Doe 
ArchdioC0SREDACTED  utilized  his  position  as  a  prominent  priest  to  molest 

children  and  funnel  them  intotha  priesthood.  Starting  in  1958  and  running  into  the  early 
1'980'REDACTED  obtained  progressively  higher  posts  Within  Archdioeesan  education  programs 
and  administration.  Eventually  he  occupied  the  posts  of  Director  of  Confraternity  of 
Christian  Doctrine  ("CCD")  programs  and  Consultor  in  the  College  of  Gonsultors.  The  CCD 
program  provides  religious  education  to  Catholic  youth  not  attending  Catholic  schools.  The 
College  of  Consultors  is  charged  with  assisting  and  counseling  the  Archbishop  on  matters 
of  grave  seriousness  in  the  Archdiocese,  including  allegations  of  sexual  abuse.  While  in 
these  postsREDACTED    '  was  molesting  boys  and  having  these  boys  accompany  him  at 
dinners  and  other  functions  with  fellow  priests.  He  tunneled  these  boys  into  the  Junior  and 

Major  Seminaries.  .  REDACTED 

Like  so  many  other  high  ranking  chiid  molester  pries!  covered-up  for 

REDACTED 

fellow  molesting  priests  sheltering  him  in  his  parish.  In  1 982  was  transferred 

y  REDACTED  REDACTED 

to  St.  Bade  the  Venerable  undei         i  supervision  after         was  seen  molesting  a 
child  while.assignsd  to"  Our  Lady  of  Peace  In  North  Hills.  At  Our  Lady  of  Peace  numerous 

REDACTED 

complaints  were  made  abou  sexual  contact  with  children  before  he  was 

transferred.  Neither  parishioner's  nor  staff  at  St.  Bede's  were  Informed  of  the  danger 
posed  to  the  children  of  the  parish.  Instead  he  was  allowed  to  focus  Ws  energies 
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I  on  youth  groups  within  the  SI.  Bede's  parish.  REDACTED 
z         ^REDACTED   .  Starting  in  1960  and  running  until  197 

jRedacted  was  ^Superintendent  of  High  Schools  and  Colleges  and  a  member  of  the  School 
4 1  Board  lor  the  Defendant  Doe  Archdiocese.  In  the  mid  1  &7Q's  he  was  appointed  an 

5  Advocate,  Notary  and  Defender  of  the  Bond  for  the  Synodal  and  Prc-Synodal  Tribunal,  At 

6  least  one  child  that  was  sexually  molested  bREDACTEDVhen  he  was  a  high  ranking  official 

7  has  coma  forward,  REDACTED  like  not  leas  than  7  other  child  molesting  priests  was  also 
B  assigned  for  a  significant  time  to  Santa  Clara  parish  in  Oxnard. 

g         REDACTED         .  FmTT1REDACTED  earliest  assignment  as  a  priest  to  his  last 

10  assignment  as  aBishop  he  has  bean  accused  of  sexual  impropriety  by  numerous  children 

II  and  adults.  Despite  or  perhaps  because  of  his  abuseREDACTED'apidly  rose  through  the 

12  ranks  of  the  Defendant  Poe  Archdiocese,  teaching  at  Our  Lady  Queen  of  the  Angels  Junior 

1 3  Semihary,  becoming  an  Auxiliaty  Bishop  and  Vicar  General  and  eventually  becoming 

14  Bishop  of  Santa  Rosa.  From  1975  to  l98;REDACTEDaught  at  Our  Lady  Queen  of  the 

15  Angels  Junior  Seminary  eventually  becoming  Dean  of  Studies,  Berth  before  he  mas  made 

REDACTED  ,  ,         _  ^  . 

1 6  a  teacher  and  during  the  time  he  taught  thei  molested  young  boys.  Starting  in 

1 7  the  early  197REDACTED  was  also  appointed  to  the  Priests*  Senate  of  the  Defendant  Doe 

REDACTED     .  „ ,  '  ,.  ,¥, 

18  Archdiocese,  in  the  mid  1970'!  was.  assigned  to  the  Priest.  Placement  Board.  The 

1 9  Priest  Placement  Board  had  a  direct  role  in  selecting  priests  for  assignment.  In  the  late 

20  i98o'S  after REDACTEDvaSappointe(REDACTED  3 ACTED 

21  REDACTED  was  made  aREDACTED    for  the  Defendant  Doe  Archdiocese.  He 
occupied  this  influential  post  until  he  was  appointed  Bishop  of  Santa  Rosa  In  the  mid 
1990's.  While  he  was  the  Bishop  of  Santa  Rosa  Eventua)lyREDACTED»s  forced  to  resign 
that  post  because  of  allegations  he  blackmailed  a  younger  priest  into  having  sex  with  him. 

REDACTED     In  1  gs-REDACTED  was  appointed  the  Associate  Superintendent  of 
Elemsntaty  Schools  for  the  Defendant  Archdiocese.  He  held  this  post  while  molesting 
multiple  children  aad  despite  being  run  out  of  Santa  Clara  parish  In  Oxnard  because  of  his 

REDACTED  .    _  t 

sexually  graphic  talk  with  students.  In  February  of  1 997,  was  made  Dean  of 
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Studies  at  Queen  of  the  Angeles  Junior  Seminary.  Within  months  he  was  brought  up  an 

'  _  REDACTED 

criminal  charges  because  he  molested  not  less  than  8  seminarians  in  their  beds, 

was  criminally  convicted  of  molesting  children  in  1987,  Despite  the  criminal  charges  and 

REDACTED 

conviction,  the  Defendant  Doe  Archdiocese  did  not  relieve  priestly  duties. 

Rather  they  promoted  him  by  training  him  to  be  a  judge  in  the  Courts  of  the  Defendant  Doe 
Archdiocese  where  he  could  be  called  on  to  pass  judgment  on  personnel  and  other 
matters.  Again  the  Archdiocese  never  informed  any  of  the  parents  at  ths  many  parishes 

REDACTED  REDACTED 

he  subsequently  served  thai  Josed  any  danger.  After  being  convicti 

served  at  the  following  parishes;  St.  Timothy  in  Los  Angeles,  SL  Luke  in  Temple  City,  and 

St.  Gregory  in  Los  Angeles. 

REDACTED 

REDACTED      -From  1983  to  1991         aught  at  Our  Lady  Queen  of  the 
Angeles  Junior  Seminary,  From  1 978  into  the  early  1 990's  Dober  occupied  a  post  on  the 
Vocations  Board.  !n  the  mid  1990'sREDACTED     a  made  a  Deanery  Representative  and  was 

REDACTED 

on  the  Priests  Council.  Throughout  his  time  at  the  Junior  Seminary  —  .  used  his 
position  to  molest  children,  intimidating  them  to  silence  and  rewarding  their  acquiescence. 

REDACTED  I989to  1S9REDACTED  also  taught  at  Our  Lady 

Queen  of  the  Angels  Junior  Seminary.  In  the  mid  1990f;REDACTEDras  placed  on  the 
Vocations  BoarcJ.  On  the  Vocations  Board  ho  and  the  other  members  of  the  hoard 
recruited  children  from  junior  high  schools  and  high  schools  to  attend  the  seminaries. 
Throughout  the  tine  he  was  associated  with  the  Junior  Seminary  Martini  rriolested  children 
that  attended  the  school. 

REDACTED    ; .  in  terms  of  shaping  the  make-up  and  philosophy  of  the  Defendant 
Doe  Archdiocese  toward  child  molestation  in  the  1950's  and  into  th&  1960's  perhaps  the 
most  significant  child  molester  faculty  member  of  Our  Lady  Quean  of  the  Angels  Junior 

Seminary  was?§9.^?JE.9  .redacted    wasamong  the  mosi  popularteachars 

and  spiritual  advisors  at  Our  Lady  Queen  of  the  Angels  Junior  Seminary  in  the  1950's  and 

REDACTED 

1 960's.  While  rendering  spiritual  advisemer  exually  molested  the  young  students 
at  the  Junior  Seminary.  During  this  period  of  time  not  uneoincidenlally  the  attrition  rata  of 
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students  dropping  out  of  the  Junior  Seminary  was  extremely  high,  During  this  time  many  of 
the  present  Archbishops  and  Bishops  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  in  California  were 
Students  at  Our  Lady  Queen  of  the  Angels  Junior  Seminary,  inaludim 

asw0llasrormelREDACTED 
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REDACTED  , 

In  1 975  also  taught  at  Our  Lady  Queen  of  the 


Angets  Junior  Seminary.  He  was  assigned  to  the  Junior  Seminary  after  he  had  molested 

children  for  several  years, 
.REDACTED 


Immediately  after  his  ordination  Fame 
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was  assigned  to  a  rapid  succession  parishes,  including  Santa  Clara  in  Oxnard, 
before  he  was  dumped  into  Our  Lady  Queen  of  the  Angels  Junior  Seminary.  White  there 
from  1987  Ihrough  1990  he  molested  numerous  children  who  aspired  to  be  priests 
lavishing  attention  and  other  rewards  on  his  inner  circle  of  boyiREDACTED  was 
eventually  removed  from' the  Junior  Seminary,  and  assigned  to  juvenile  detention  and 
related  ministries  where  he  continued  to  molest  boys  up  until  2002  when  police  began 
investigating  him. 

REDACTED 

^R^SIiS.^.  In  mid  197'0's  through  the  mid  I9&0's  sexually 

molested  scores  of  children  at  Our  Lady  of  Guadalupe  Parish  in  Oxnard,  During  thi©  time 
numerous  complaints  were  made  about  his  activities  with  children,  leading  to  increasing 
restrictions  on  his  contact  with  children  at  the  parish.  Finally  in  the  mid  1 980's  he  was 
transferred  from  .Our  Lady  of  Guadalupe.  Instead  of  turning  him  over  to  the  police,  offering 
counseling  to  his  many  victims  or  even  simply  terminating  him  or  restricting  his  duties,  the 
Defendant  Doe  Archdiocese  instead  promoted  him  to  be  Head  of  the  Hispanic  Young  Adult 
Ministry  for  the  Defendant  Doe  Archdiocese, . 

1  REDACTED    REDACTEDbecame  a  priest  in  1970.  Accusations  of  his  sexually 
molesting  children  followed  him  from  his  earliest  assignments  St.  Raphael  In  Goleta  and 
San  Hoque  in  Santa  Barbara,  to  hie  last,  St.  Pascal  Baylon  parish  in  Thousand  Oaks.  In 
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1981  he  was  finally  criminally  convicted  of  molesting  boys,  Incredibly  in  the  middle  of  his. 
rampage,  and  while  he  was  receiving  counseling  from  the  Defendant  Dos  Archdiocese,  he 
was  assigned  to  its  Vocations  Board  from  1 975  through  1 977.  Those  on  the  Vocations 
Board  were  charged  with  going  to  Junior  high  schools  and  high  schools  within  the 
Defendant  Doe  Archdiocese  to  recruit  boys  to  go  to  the  seminary  and  junior  seminary, 
often  arranging  overnight  stays  for  those  interested  in  attending. 

ADMINISTRATION,  DISCIPLINE  AND  PERSONNEL 

1;REDACTED  Since  the  1970's  FatheREDACTED    has  been  an  Auxiliary 
Bishop  within  the  Defendant  Doe  ArchdioGese.  For  much  if  not  all  of  this  time- the  , 
Defendant  Doe  Archdiocese  and  the  Vatican  have  been  aware  of  his  sexual  improprieties 
with  young  boys.  In  his  capacity  as  Auxiliary  Bishop  Arzube  has  exercised  erfraordinary 
influence  in  promoting  other  pedophiles  within  the  priesthood  and  in  aiding  cover-ups  and 
transfers  of  molesting  priests.  One  such  molester  that' 
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REDACTED, 


iad  a  direct  hand  in 


REDACTED 


who  far  many  years  served  wiREDACTEDrt  St.  Alphonsus 


promotion  of  wa 
parish  in  Los  Angeles. 

1 3.  Riehard  Lgomis  -  Became  Vloar  for  Clergy  in  the  late  1 990's  through  2002, 
Before  he  became  a  priest  he  taught  at  Pater  Noster  High  School  and  was  known  as 
Brother  Beckett  While  teaching  at  Pater  Noster  he  routinely  molested  children.  In  his 
capacity  as  ViGarfor  Clergy  Loomls  had  a  direct  hand  in  receiving  complaints  regarding 
priests  and  administrative  actions  from  thosa  complaints.  Ironically,  in  20D1 ,  Richard 
Loomis  was  the  priest  assigned  ta  of  fer  the  condolences  and  goodwill  of  the  Archdiocese 
in  thlREDACTED  mediation. 


^REDACTED .  While  at  St  Alphonsus  church  under  the  Meledge  of 

lolested  children.  Also  under  the  guidance  cREDACTED 
began  ascending  the  ranks  of  the  church  hierarchy  in  the  late  iSBO's  when  he  was  made  a 
Deanery  Representative  and  worked  on  the  Personnel  Board.  He  continued  on  in  these 

-  •  n  REDACTED 

posts  into  ifie  mid  1 990's.  In  Deanery  post       acted  as  a  supervisor  of  priests.  On  the 
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Personnel  Board  he  helped  control  the  transfer  of  priests  and  their  reference  to  treatment 

REDACTED  REDACTED 

programs  for  sexual  abU5S,       served  on  the  personnel  board  wh  was 

sent  to  St.  Lukes  in  Maryland  for  evaluation  of  whether  he  oouid  be  treated  tor  pedophilia, 

RFDACTFD  ,  redacted' n  a  PTpn         ...  . 

15RCUAU '  cu        in  the  late  1 960'1  ^  the  flamboyant 

priest  at  Immaculate  Conception  parish  in  Monrovia  molested  numerous  prepubesoent 

girls.  In  the  early  1 970*£REDACTEDbegan  ascending  the  ranks  of  the  churoh  hierachy, 

becoming  an  advocate  on  the  Arcbdioceoean  Courts  and  a  recruiter  in  the  Vocations 

Board.  He  took  on  the  mantle  of  directing  the  Holy  Child  Pontifical  off  ics,  the  Propogation 

of  the  Faith  office  and  the  Lay  Mission  Helpers  office,,  and  continued  in  these  posts  through 

REDACTEO 

the  late  1 98Q's.  After  persistant  allegations  were  raised  c       _    ,    nolesfing  children,, 
he  was  transferred  to  Northern  California.  Predictably  parishioner's  at  his  assignments  in 
Northern  California  were  not  informed  of  his  past,  and  neither  were  other  priests,  as  his 
personnel  file  was  purged  of  any  record  of  complaints. 

1 REDACTE  D        ^  Not  teSB  than -,  cftjiaren  at  severa]  different  parishes  and 

hospitals  that  were  molested  by  (REDACTED    throughout  his  career  have  come 
forward.  At  his  parish  assignmentREDACTED  regularly  had  boys  alone  w'rth  him  in  hie 
rectory  bedroom  in  which  he  maintained  a  fraternity  house  like  environment  that  was 
obvious  to  parish  staff  and  fellow  priests,  m  1 978  hs  [oine?E?.AciTED. , .  -   


.the 


pastor  at  his  parish,  as  an  Advocate,  Notary  and  Defender  of  the  Bond  in  the  Archdlocesan 
Courts.  In  ige  REDACTED  Was  elevated  to  being  a  Judge  In  the  Synodal  and  Pro- 
Synodal  Tribunals  of  the  Defendant  Doe  Archdiocese  where  he  remained  until  1936  shortly 
before  his  death. 

iREDACTED 


-  Several  victims  of  sexual  abuse  byREDACTED 

REDACTED 

24redacted  tne,  earjv  ancj  fuid  ig70's  have  coma  forward.  Starting  In  the  early  1990'i 
,redactedv3S  app0[ntec|  1o  ft,6  college  of  Consultors,  the  Priests  Counsel  and  was  made  a 
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Deanery  Representative-  He  continued  in  these  posts  for  numerous  years.  In  these  posts 
he  was  in  a  position  to  influence  Archdiocesan  policy  regarding  childhood  sexual  abuse  by 
priests  as  well  as  investigations  of  individual  priests. 
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REDACTED   ,i  _  From  at  |Sast  1S68  through  197JREDACTED 
molested  children.  During  this  period  of  Urne  ha  also  served  as  an  Advocated  on  the 


Archdiocosan  Courts. 

REDACTED        .  Scores  o{  chilcirer1  ^  were  molested  by  REDACTED 

redacted hroughout  {he  tet6  t  960>s  through  arid  1 980's  have  come  foumart.  In  the  late 


I960"* 


REDACTED 


also  was  made  a  Advocate  and  Notary  for  the  Archdiocesan  Courts, 


^REDACTED  -  Numerous  victims  of  REDACTED      from  his  time  at  st 
Steven's  in  Monterey  Park  have  come  forward,  Starting  in  the  late  1960's  and  continuing 
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^re'dacteDp^^redacted^p^^^^REDACTED  ir^hat  could  best  be 

_  _  _  .  --,-r-r,  REDACTED 

^REDACTED  „h«-r.^rtrnrI  nt^time  i  while 


throughout  the  l97Q,REDACTEDwas  a  significant  "figure  on  the  Archdiocesan  Courts, 
occupying  the  positions  of  Advocate,  Notary  and  Defender  of  the  Bond.  In  the  mid  to  late 

REDACTED 

1970's  he  was  also  assigned  to  the  Vocations  Board.  Notably  in  the  early  1980's 
served  asthe  secretary  tcREDACTED        vho  was  the  Special  Vicar  for  Spanish 
Speaking  Communities  within  the  Defendant  Doe  Archdiocese. 

REDACTED     In  addition  to  being  Pastor  at  one  of  the  largest  parishes  in  . 
Southern  CalifornifREDACTED  \  was  the  Director  of  the  Apostleship  of  the  Sea  office 
of  the  Defendant  Doe  Archdiocese  from  1963  through  1978.  During  his.tanure  not  less 
than  three  accused  pedophiles  passed  through  his  parish  or  were  overseen  through 
Apostleship  of  the  Sea  office,  including  ED  ACTED 


20 1  described  as  a  ring  of  child  molesters,  with' 
2-REDACTED   limself  molested  children. 
22 1  2 

^REDACTED  .  .  ,      ,    ..      ....  „    ,  ,  . 

21   >  is  accused  of  molesting  children  earlier  in  his  career. 


ransportlng  victims  t 


RFn&fTFn  REDACTED 

,j\  unu  n.u    n  the  mid  1 970  'as  a  member  of  the  Priests  Senate. 


24 
25 
26 
27 
20 


.REDACTED        ]n  the  earfy  1g70.REDACTED    molested  children  at 
Our  Lady  of  Peace  Parish  In  the  North  Hills  area  of  the  San  Fernando  Valley.  In  1 979  he 
was  appointed  Regional  Director  of  Catholic  Social  ServicesREDACTED  remained  at 
Catholic  Social  Services  eventually  becoming  Director,  also  becoming  the  Director  of  the 
Cardinal  Mclntyre  Fund  in  the  late  1980's.  He  remained  In  these  posts  until  the  mid 
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REDACTED 


REDACTED 


/as  known  to  be  one- of  the  most 
prolific  child  molesters  preying  upon  children  within  the  Defendant  Doe  Archdiocese. 
Scores  of  children  who  were  molested  by  him  throughout  the  1 970's  and  1980's  have 
come  forward.  On  numerous  occasions  starting  even  before  he  became  a  priest, 
complaints  thiREDACTED  was  molesting  children  were  brought  to  the  Defendant  Doe 
Archdiocese.  Ha  was  not  removed  after  lhase  complaints  were  raised,  rather  in  the  early 
1990's  he  was  elevated  to  the  Personnel  Board.  On  the  Personnel  Board  hs  could 
influence  decisions  regarding  whether  child  molester  priests  should  go  to  treatment  or 
evaluation,  whether  they  should  be  removed,  or  transferred  and  If  $a  to  where. 

25REDACTED    -  From  at  least  1975  through  ig7£REDACTED 
molested  children.  In  the  early  l9go';REDACTEDserved  as  a  Deanery  Representative 
thereby  acting  as  a  regional  supervisor  ol  priests. 

^REDACTED  r .  n0i  iess  than  a  dozen  children  who  were  sexually  molested  by 
15^^ACTED  between  the  years  1974  through  1992  havecome  forward.  After  admitting 
to  sexually  molesting  children  in  1986,  he  was  briefly  sent  to  Jemez  Springs,  New  Mexico 


IS 
17 
18 


for  treatment  at  a  Catholic  Church  run  pedophile  treatment  center.  In  1993  he  was 


.REDACTED 


under  his  frieno 


REDACTED 


who  wa 


REDACTED 


assigned  tt1 
IB REDACTED 

20 1        ^redacted  No,  )ess      4  children  sexually  abused  by 

g-j  redacted  between  ^  j^y  1980'g  and  the  mide  1990's  have  come  forward.  In  1967  while 
S2 1  he  was  assigned  to  Saint  Vincent  DePaul  parish  in  Los  Angeles  one  of  his  victims 
23  complained  to  the  church  and  to  the  polioeREDACTED  was  transferred  from  the  parish  but 
promoted  to  Director  of  the  Office  of  Family  Life  in  Santa  Barbara  for  the  Defendant  Doe 


34 
25 
£8 
27 
ES 


Archdiocese.  In  that  post  he  had  regular  contact  Wfih  Catholic  families  and  children,  often 
visiting  them  in  their  homes.  One  such  fatn3y  was  ^REDACTED        while  assigned  to 


the  Office  of  Family  Life,  Rodrifluez  molested  theREDACTED 
approximately  1988  through  1994. 


from 
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REDACTED 


REDACTED 


Monslgm'  XL-L-"_lw  1  L-'-/  nas  been  accusad  of  moiBStkig 
children  In  the  late  1970's  and  early  1980's.  During  the  sane  time  period  he  was  on  the 
School  Board  for  the  Defendant  Dos  Archdiocese. 


PARTIES 

1.      PlaintHREDACTED    is  an  adult  mate.  Plaintiff  was  a  minor  at  the  time  of  the 
sexual  abuse  tREDACTED 

1.1  RaintifiREDACTED  Is  an  adult  female.  Plaintiff  was  a  minor  at  t»  time  of  the 

,  ,  .REDACTED 
sexual  abuse  bj 

1 .2  PlaintiR  E  DACTE  D  js  an  adult  male.  Plaintiff  was  a  minor  at  the  time  of  the  sexual 
abuse  biREDACTED        _  td  Father  Richard  Loomts  known  at 

trie  time  as  Brother  Beokat 

1.3  Plaintiff  John  Doe  1  is  an  adult  male.  Plaintiff  was  e  minor  at  the  time  of  the 
sexual  abuse  {REDACTED 

1 .4  Plaintiff  John  Doe  2  is  an  adult  male.  Plaintiff  was  a  minor  at  the  time  of  the 
sexual  abuse  ^REDACTED 

1 .5  Plaintiff  John  Doe  3,  is  an  adult  male.  Plaintiff  was  a  minor  at  the  time  of  the 
sexual  abuse  alleged  herein  agalns?REDACTED 

1.6  PFaintiffREDACTED  is>an  adult  female.  Plaintiff  was  a  minor  at  the  time  of  the 
sexual  abuse  alleged  herein  fcRE DACTE D 

1 .7  Plaintiff  John  Dob  4  is  an  adult  male.  Plaintiff  was  a  minor  at  the  lime  Of  the 
sexual  abuse  alleged  herein  by  REDACTED         .  ^  name  used  by  plaintiff  in 
lhfs  Complaint  is  not  the  real  name  of  Plaintiff,  but  is  a  fictitious  name  used  to  protect  the 
privacy  of  Plaintiff,  a  victim  of  childhood  sexual  abuse. 

1 .8  Plaintiff.  John  Doe  6  is  an  adult  mate,  Plaintiff  was  a  minor  at  the  time  of  the 
sexual  abuse  b R  E  DACTE  D      ,  The  name  usBd  by  Plaintiff  in  this  Complaint  is  not 
the  real  name  of  Plaintiff,  but  is  a  fictitious  name  used  to  protect  the  privacy  of  Plaintiff,  a 
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victim  of  childhood  aexuat  abuse. 

•  1.9    Plaintiff  REDACTED  ^  fe  gn  ad(J]t  ma|e  ptkjnifff  WQ3  a  mfrwr  ^  {hs  ^  of  ^ 
sexual  abuse  byREDACTED 

1.10  Piain1iREDACTED3.  is  an  adult  male.  Plaintiff  was  a  minor  at  the  time  of  the 
sexual  abuse  by  REDACTED        ^redacted   .  n&  mm&  ^ 

by  Plaintiff  in  this  Complaint  is  not  the  reaf  name  of  Plaintiff,  but  is  a  fictitious  name  used  to 
protect  the  privacy  of  Plaintiff,  a  victim  of  childhood  sexual  abuse. 

1.11  PlaintifREDACTED  s  an  adult  male.  Plaintiff  was  a  minor  at  the  time  of  the 
sexual  abuse  alleged  herein  againstREDACTED  Th6  nam6  uaed  by  p|a]mfff  |n 
thre  Complaint  is  not  the  rear  name  of  Plaintiff ,  but  is  a,  fictitious  name  used  to  protect  the 
privacy  of  Plaintiff,  a  victim  of  childhood  sexual  abuse- 

1 .12  Plaintiff e d act e d  ls  an  aauIt  m&lQ  phhm  was  ^  m[nor  ^  ^  tjme  Qf  ^ 

childhood  sexual  abuse  ^REDACTED  ^  mme  used, by  pMm  h  Ms  Domplaint  js 

not  the  reaJ  name  of  Plaintiff,  but  is  a  fictitious  name  used  ta  protect  the  privacy  of  Plaintiff, 
a  victim  oF  childhood  sexual  abuse. 

1  -13  .  Plaintiff  Redacted   ,s  ^  aduJt  ma|a_  p|afriBff      g  m|nor  t 

.   .  —.REDACTED 

sexual  abuse  £RI 

1.14  PiaintiffREDACTED    |  is  and  adult  mate.  Plaintiff  was  a  minor  at  the  lime 
of  the  childhood  SHxuai  abuse  byREDACTED 

1 .15  Plaintiff  John  Doe  6  is  an  adult  male.  Plaintiff  was  a  minor  at  the  tims  of  the 
childhood  sexual  abuse  bREDACTED     ,.  The  name  used  by  Plaintiff  in  this 
Complaint  is  not  the  real  name  of  Plaintiff,'  but  is  a  fictitious  name  used  to  protect  the 
privacy  of  Plaintiff,  a  viclim  of  childhood  sexual  abuse 

REDACTED 

1.15  Plaintiff  -!s  an  adult  male.  Plaintiff  was  a  minor  at  the  time  of  the 

childhood  sexual  abuse  biREDACTED  Tne  name  used  by  pmm  -m  m  ' 

Complaint  is  not  the  real  name  of  Plaintiff,  but  Is  a  fictitious  name  used  to  protect  the 
privacy  of  Piaintiff,  a  victim  of  childhood  sexual  abuse. 


-12- 


COMPLAl WT  FOR  DAMAGES 


12/23/2003  14:5'REDACTED 

REDACTED 


1014 


p.  13 


1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
5 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 


2.     Defendant  Doe  1  ("Defendant  Dos  Archdiocese")  is  a  corporation  sola,  authorized 
to  conduct  businessand  conducting  business  in  the  State  of  California,  with  its?  principal 
place  of  business  in  Los  Angeles  County,  California.  Defendant  Archdiocese  has 
responsibility  for  Roman  Catholic  Church  operations  in  Ventura  County,  Santa  Barbara 
County  and  Los  Angsies,  California.  Defendant  Archdiocese  is  the  Arohdiocese  in  which 
the  sexual  abuse  alleged  herein  occulted. 

2,1     Dtf  endant  Doe  2  ('Defendant  School/Parish")  is  a  Roman  Catholic  church,  parish  or 
school  located  hi  City  of  Los  Angeles,  in  Los  Angelas  County,  California.  Defendant  Doe  2 
School/Parish  is  the  school  or  other  organization  where  PlaintifREDACTED  was 
attending  when  he  was  molested  DiREDACTED   ,  Plaintiff  was  a  student  or  member  of 
the  Defendant  Doe  2  during  the  period  of  wrongful  conduct 

2.1 .1  Defendant  Doe  3  is  a  Roman  Catholic  ohurch,  parish  or  school  located  in  La 

Canada,  in  Los  Angeles  County,.  California:  Defendant  Dae  3  is  the  school/parish  or  other 

REDACTED 

organEzationwhereKtUAUItu   was  assigned  when !  lexualiy  molested  him 

and  was  the  location  for  some  of  the  abuse. 

2.1.2  Defendant  Doe  4  ("Defendant  School/Parish")  is  a  Roman  Catholic  church,  parish  or 
school  located  in  City  of  Monrovia,  in  Los  Angeles  County*  California.  Defendant  Doe  4 
Schooi/Fansh.  is  the  school  or  other  organization  whBre  PlaintifREDACTED  was  attending 
when  they  she  was  molested  bREDACTED  plaintiff  was  a  student  or 
member  of  the  Defendant  Doe  4  during  the  period  of  wrongful  conduct. 

2.1.3  Defendant  Doe  5  ("Defendant  School/Parish")  is  a  Roman  Catholic  church,  parish  or 
school  located  in  City  of  Los  Angeles,  in  Los  Angeles  County,  California.  Defendant  Doe  5 
School/Parish  is  the  school  or  other  organization  where  Plalntlfl^  ^ D ACTE  D  was 
attending  when  they  he  was  molested  ^REDACTED  Plaintiff  was  a 
student  or  member  of  the  Defendant  Doe  5  during  the  period  of  wrongful  conduct, 

2.1 .4  Defendant  Doe  6  ("Defendant  School/Parish")  Is  a  Roman  Catholic  high  school 
located  in  City  of  Los  Angeles,  in  Los  Angeles  County,  California.  Defendant  Doe  6  School 
is  -fie  school  or  other  organization  where  Plainti RE  DACTE  D  VBS  attenCiing  wnen  n6 
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was  molested  by  Father  Richard  Loomis,  then  known  as  Brother  Becket.  Plafnitf' 
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was  a  student  or  member  of  the  Defendant  Doe  6  during  the  period  of  wrongful 
conduct.  Defendant  Doe  6  is  the  school  Richard  Loomis,  then  known  as  Brother  Becket 
was  assigned  to  whan  he  molested  PlaintiflREDACTED 

2.1 .5  Defendant  Doe  7  is  a  Roman  Catholic  Order  of  priests  and  a  non-profit  public 
benefit  corporation  organized  for  religious  purposes  and  inoorporatsd  under  the  laws  of  the 
State  of  California,  or  doing  business  in  Los  Angeles  County.  Defendant  Doe  9  is  the 
religious  order  to  which  Brother  Beckett  belonged  and  which  ran  Defendant  Doe  6  high 
school,  and  therefore  had  supervisory  responsibility  over  him  when  the  wrongful  conduct 
occurred. 

2.1.6  Defendant  Doe  8  is  a  Roman  Catholic  church,  pahsh  or  School  located  in  City  of 
San  Pedro,  in  Los  Angeles  County.  California.  Defendant  School/Parish  is  the  school  or 
other  organisation  where  PlainfiffsREDACTED  and  john  Doe  4  were  attending  when  ihey 
were  molested  bjRED ACTED  Plaintiffs  were  students  or  members  of  the 
Defendant  Dae  8  during  the  period  of  wrongful  conduct 

2.1 .7  Defendant  Doe  9  is  a  Roman  Catholic  Order  of  priests  and  a  non-profit  public 
bsnefil  corporation  organized  for  religious  purposes  and  incorporated  under  the  laws  of  the 
State  of  California,  doing  business  in  Los  Angeles  County.  Defendant  Doe  9  is  the 
religious  order  to  whlcl  was  a  part,  and  had  supervisory  responsibility  over  him 
when  the  wrongful  conduct  occurred.  Defendant  Doe  9  was  charged  with  running  Queen 
oi  the  Angels  Junior  Seminary  in  the  1950'e  and  1060's. 

2.1.8  Defendant  Doe  10  ("Defendant  School/Parish")  is  a  Roman  Catholic  church,  parish 
or  school  located  in  Culver  City,  In  Los  Angeles  County,  California.  Defendant  Doe  1 0 
School/Parish  is  ths  school  or  other  organization  where  PlaintlfREDACTED  vas  attending 
when  he  was  molested  byREDACTED        r>  Plaintiff  was  a  student  or  member  of 
the  Defendant  Doe  1 0  during  the  period  of  wrongful  conduct. 

2.1 .9  Defendant  Doe  1 1  ("Defendant  School/Parish")  is  a  Roman  Catholic  church,  parish 
or  school  located  in  City  of  Los  Angeles,  in  Los  Angeles  County,  California.  Defendant 


COMPLAINT  FOR  DAMAOES 


RCALA  006483 


12/23/2003  14;5REDACTED 

REDACTED 


®018 
p.  15 


1 

4 

5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
.  13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
IB 

n 

20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
t  25 
26 

i  27 

.-•  28 


Doe  11  SchoolParishistheschoolorolherorganfeation  where  Plainti|REDACTED  was 
attending  when  he  was  molested  byR  ED  ACTED         >mm  wag  a  ^ 
member  of  the  Defendant  Doe  1 0  during  the  period  of  wrongful  conduct. 
2.1  JODefendantDoe  12  f Defendant  School/Parish')  isa  Roman  Catholic  church,  parish 
or  school  located  fn  Thousand  Oaks,  in  Los  Angeles  County,  California.  Defendant  Dob  12. 
School/Parish  Is  the  school  or  other  organization  where  PlaintifREDACTED  ms 
attending  when  he  was  molested  ^REDACTED  p[aintiff  waSf  a  shldent  Df 

member  of  the  Defendant  Doe  1 2  during  the  pariod  of  wrongful  conduct 

2.1.1 1  Defendant  Doa  13  ("Defendant  School/Parish")  is  a  Roman  Catholic  church,  parish 
or  school  located  in  Civ  of  Palmdafe,  in  Los  Angelas  County,  California.  Defendant  Dos 
1 3  School/Parish  is  the  school  or  other  organization  whereRE  D ACTE  D  Wgs 
assigned  when  he  molesteiREDACTED 

2.1 .12  Defendant  Doe  14  TDefendant  School/Parish")  is  a  Roman  Catholic  church,  parish 
or  school  located  in  City  of  Log  Angeles,  in  Los  Angeles  County,  California.  Defendant 
Doe  14  School/Parish  is  the  school  or  other  organization  where  REDACTED 

was  attending  when  ha  was  molested  b;REDACTED  mm  ^  fl  ^ 

or  membsrof  the  Defendant  Doe  14  during  the  period  of  wrongful  conduct 
2.1.14  Defendant  Doe  15  ("Defendant  School/PanW)  Is  a  Roman  Catholic  church,  parish 
or  school  located  in  City  of  Los  Angeles,  in  Los  Angeles  County,  California.  Defendant 
Doe  15  School/Parish  Is  the  school  or  other  organization  where  Piaintrlf  John  Doe  6.  was 
attending  when  he  was  molested  fcREDACTED  ^ ^  ^  a  ^  ^ 

member  of  the  Defendant  Doe  15  during  the  period  of  wrongful  conduct. 
2.1 .14  Defendant  Doe  15  f  Defendant  School/Parish")  h  a  Roman  Catholic  church,  parish 
orsohool  located  in  Santa  Barbara,  in  Santa  Barbara  Count/,  California:  Defendant  Doe 
16  School/Parish  is  the  school  or  other  organization  where  PlaintiiREDACTED  rfas 
attending  when  he  was  molested  by  REDACTED  pMmm  WflS  a  ^ 

or  member  of  the  Defendant  Doe  1 6  during  the  period  of  wrongful  conduct. 
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(the  "Perpetrators")  were  at  all  times  relevant  a  ordained  priests  in  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church.  During  the  dates  of  abuse,  the  "Perpetrators'  were  practicing  priests  assigned  to 
Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Does  2-1 6  Schools  and  parishes  and  Order,  and/or 
Does  1 6  through  10D0,  and  were  under  the  direct  supervision,  omploy  and  control  of 
Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Does  2-16  Schools  and  parishes  and  Order,  and/or 
Does  17  through  1000. 

3.  Defendant  Does  17  through  1000,  inclusive,  are  individuals  and/or  business  or 
corporate  entities  incorporated  in  and/or  doing  business  in  California  whose  true  names 
and  capacities  are  unknown  to  Plaintiff  who  therefore  sues  such  defendants  by  such 
fictitious  names,  and  who  will  amend  the  Complaint  to  show  the  true  names  and  capacities 
of  eaoh  such  Doe  defendant  when  ascertained,  fech  such  Defendant  Doe  is  legally 
responsible  in  some  manner  for  the  events,  happenings  and/or  tortious  and  unlawful 
conduct  that  caused  the  injuries  and  damages  alJegod  "m  this  Complaint.  Defendant 
Archdiocese,  Defendant  Doe  Schools  and  parishes,  Defendant  Doe  Order,  the 
Perpetrators,  and  Does  1 7  through  1 000  are  some  times  hereinafter  referred  to  as  the 
"Defendants." 

4.  Each  Defendant  is  the  agent,  servant  and/or  employee  of  other  Defendants, 

and  each  Defendant  was  acting  within  the  eounsa  and  scope  of  his.  her  or  its  authority  as 
an  agent,  servant  and/or  employee  of  the  other  Defendants.  Defendants,  and  each  of 
them,  are  individuals,  corporations,  partnerships  and  other  entities  which  engaged  in, 
joined  in  and  conspired  with  the  other  wrongdoers  in  carrying  out  the  tortious  and  unlawful 
activities  described  in  this  Complaint,  and  Defendants,  and  each  of  them,  ratified  the  acts 
of  the  other  Defendants  as  described  In  this  Complaint 

BACKGROUND  FACTS  APPLICABLE  TO  ALL  COUNTS 

5.  Piainti1REDACTED  t  was  raised  in  a  devoutly  Roman  Catholic  family,  was 
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baptized,  confirmed  and  regularly  celebrated  weekly  mass  and  received  the  sacraments 
through  the  Roman  Catholic  Church.  PlaintifiREDACTED    therefore  developed  great 
admiration,  bust,  reverence  and  rasped  for,  and  obedience  1o,  Roman  Catholic  Priests, 
who  occupied  a  position  of  great  influence  end  persuasion  as  hD|y  men  and  authority 
figures.  Plaintiff REDACTED  *nd  his  family  were  active  parishioners  at  Defendant  Doe2 
Parish  in  Los  Angeles,  California.  Through  his  membership  and  participation  as  a 
parishioner  and  student,  PlaintiflR  ED  ACTED   came  to  know,  admire,  trust,  revere  and 
respeo^  E  DACTE  D  Empowered  by  Defendanl  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Doe 

2  and  Defendant  Does  17  through  1 000,  and  each  of  themREDACTED 
obtained  the  trust  of  Plaintiff'©  parents.  From  approximately  1 973  through  approximately 


1976 


REDACTED 


r  sexually  raolesteiREDACTED   ,  who  was  than  a  minor, 


whlliREDACTED    was  entrusted  to  lha  care,  custody  and  control  o1  Defendant 
Archdiocese,  Defendant  Doe  2.  Defendant  Doe  3  ancRE  DACTED  The 
sexual  abuse  occurred,  at  many  different  places,  including  among  other  places,  on  the 
grounds  of  ihe  Defendant  Dos  2  and  Defendant  Doe  3  schools  and  parishes, 
5,1     PlaintJREDACTED  was  raised  in  a  devoutfy  Roman  Catholic  family,  was 
baptized,  confirmed  and  regularly  celebrated  weekly  mass  and  received  the  sacraments 

.  REDACTED 
through  the  Roman  Catholic  Church.  Plainti  therefore  developed  great 

admiration,  trust,  reverence  and  respect  for,  and  obedience  to,  Reman  Catholic  Priests, 

who  occupied  a  position  of  great  influence  and  persuasion  as  holy  men  and  authority 

figures.  FfainfriREDACTED  and  his  family  were  active  parishioners  at  Defendant  Doe  4 

Parish  in  Monrovia,  California.  Through  his  membership  and  participation  as  a  parishioner 

and  studenREDACTED       same  to  know,  admire,  trust,  revere  and  respect  Fatter 


24REDACTED 


25 


Empowered  by  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Doe  4  and 


Defendant  Does  1 7  through  1000,  and  each  of  thenREDACTED      jbtained  the  trust 


26  H  of  Plaintiffs  parents.  From  approximately  1967  through  approximately  1 97< 


REDACTED 


27 

29 


REDACTED 


sexually  mois$teREDACTED     ho  was  then  a  minor,  whili 


..REDACTED 


iVas 


entrusted  to  the  care,  custody  and  control  of  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Doe  4  and 
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REDACTED 


5.3     Plaintiff  DACTE  D  was  rajsecJ  fn  a  ^eVout|y  Roman  Catholic  family,  was 
baptized,  confirmed  and  regularly  celebrated  weekly  mass  and  received  the  sacraments 
through  the  Roman  Catholic  Church.  Plaintiff REDACTED    ,  therefore  developed  great 
admiration,  trust,  reverence  and  respect  for,  and  obedience  to,  Roman  Catholic  Priesis, 
who  occupied  a  position  of  great  influence  and  persuasion  as  holy  men  and  authority 
figures.  PlaintiREDACTED  aricj  his  family  were  active  parishioners  at  Defendant  Doe 
5  Parish  in  Los  Angeles,  California,  Plaintiff  also  attended  school  at  Defendant  Doe  6  high 
school  in  Los  Angeles.  Through  his  membership  and  participation  as  a  parishioner  and 
studerR.EDACTED  .       .     same  to  know,  admire,  trust,  revere  and  respeoiREDACTED 
■jREDACTED        and  Brother  Beckett  who  later  changed  hisnarneto  Father  Richard 

1 2  Loomis.  Empowered  by  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Does  5  and  6  and  Defendant 

13  Does.  17  through  1000,  and  each  oftharnREDACTED  and  Father  Richard 

14  Loomis  obtained  the  trust  of  Plaintiffs  parents.  From  approximately  1969  through 

15  approximately  197REDACTED  and  Father  Richard  Loomis saxually 

1 6  rnolestecREDACTEDi    .  who  was  then  a  minor,  whileREDACTED     was  entrusted  to  the 

17  care,  custody  and  control  of  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Does  5, 6  and  7  and 

1  gREDACTED  Richard  Loomis,  The  sexual  abuse  occurred,  at  many  different 


2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 


19 
20 
£1 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
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28 


places,  including  among  other  places,  on  the  grounds  of  the  Defendant  Doe  5  parish  and 
Defendant  Doe  6  school. 

6.1      Plaintiff  John  Doe  1  was  raised  in  a  devoutly  Roman  Catholic  family, 
was  baptized,  confirmed  and  regularly  celebrated  weekly  mass  and  received  the 
sacraments  through  the  Roman  Catholic  Church,  Plaintiff  John  Doe  1  therefore 
developed  great  admiration,  trust,  reverence  and  respect  for,  and  obedience  to,  Roman 
Catholic  Priests,  who  occupied  a  position  of  great  influence  and  persuasion  as  holy  men 
and  authority  figures.  Plaintiff  John  Doe  1  and  his  family  were  active  parishioners  deeply 
committed  and  active  with  the  Marriage  Encounter  program  of  the  Defendant  Doe 
Archdiocese.  Through  his  membership  and  participation  as.  a  parishioner  Plaintiff  John  Doe 
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J  .       .  J  REDACTED 

1  came  to  know,  admire,  trust,  revere  and  respe< 

Empowered  by  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Doss  17  through  1000,  and  each  of 
tnen-REDACTED  ;  obtained  the  trust  of  Plaintiffs  parents.  Starting  in 

approximately  igsREDACTED  sexually  molested  Plaintiff  John  Do©  1 ,  who 

was  then  a  minor,  while  John  Doe  1  was  entrusted  to  the  care,  custody  and  control  of 
Defendant  Archdiocese  antREDACTED 

6.2  Plaintiff  John  Doe  2  was  raised  tn  a  devoutly  Roman  Catholic  family, 
was  baptized,  confirmed  and  regufarly  celebrated  weekly  mass  and  received  the 
sacraments  through  the  Roman  Catholic  Church.  Plaintiff  Jotin  Doe  2  therefore 
developed  great  admiration,  trust,  reverence  and  respect  for,  and  obedience  to,  Roman 
Catholic  Priests,  who  occupied  a  position  of  great  influence  and  persuasion  as  holy  men 
and  authority  figures.  Plaintiff  John  Doe  2  and  his  family  were  active  parishioners  deeply 
committed  and  active  with  the  Marriage  Encounter  program  of  the  Defendant  Doe 
Archdiocese.  Through  his  membership  and  participation  as  a  parishioner  Plaintiff  John  Doe 

2  came  to  know,  admire,  trust,  revere  and  respecREDACTED 

Empowered  by  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Does  17  through  1QO0,  and  each  of 
thenREDACTED  obtained  the  trust  of  PlaMffs  parents.  From 

approximately  1988  through  approximately  1992REDACTED  sexually  molested 

Plaintiff  John  Doe  2,  who  was  then  a  minor,  while  John  Doe  1  was  entrusted  to  the  care, 
custody  and  control  of  Defendant  Archdiocese  an<REDACTED 

6.3  Plaintiff  John  Doe  3  was  raised  in  a  devoutly  Roman  Catholic  family, 
was  baptized,  confirmed  and  regularly  celebrated  weekly  mass  and  received  the 
sacraments  through  the  Roman  Catholic  Church.  Plaintiff  John  Doe  3  therefore 
developed  great  admiration,  tnjst,  reverence  and  respect  for;  and  obedience  to,  Roman 
Catholic  Priests,  who  occupied  a  position  of  great  influence  and  persuasion  as  holy  men 
and  authority  figures.  Plaintiff  John  Dos  3  and  his  family  were  active  parishioners  deeply 
committed  and  active  with  the  Marriage  Encounter  program  of  ths  Defendant  Doe 

|  Archdiocese.  Through  his  membership  and  participation  as  a.  parishioner  Plaintiff  John  Doe 
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^  -    *  ^            t  REDACTED 
3  came  to  know,  admire,  trust,  revere  and  respec  

Empowered  by  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Does  17  through  1000,  and  each  of 


them 


REDACTED 


tl  obtained  the  trust  of  Plaintiffs  parents.  From 


approximately  1SBB  -through  approximately  199* 


REDACTED 


sexually  molested 


Plaintiff  John  Dos- 3,  who  was  then  a  minor,  while  John  Doe  3  was  entrusted  to  the  care, 

.     j  ,rw   _i  iA  UM  REDACTED 

custody  and  control  of  Defendant  Archdiocese  ai 

7.1     Plaim1REDACTED    *vas  raised  in  a  devoutly  Roman  Catholic  family, 

was  baptized,  confirmed  and  regularly  celebrated  weekly  mass  and  received  the 

sacraments  through  the  Roman  Catholic  Church.  PlainlilREDACTED  IherBfore 

developed  great  admiration,  trust,  reverence  and  respect  for,  and  obedience  to,  Roman 

Catholic  Priests,  who  occupied  a  position  of  great  influence  and  persuasion  as  holy  men 

and  authority  figuresREDACTED       an£j  her  family  were  active  parishioners  ai 

Defendant  Doe  8  Parish  in  San  Pedro,  California.  Through  her  membership  and 

participation  as  a  parishioner  and  studBnt,  PlaintiREDACTED    came  to  know,  admire, 

trust,  revere  and  respecREDACTED  .  Empowered  by  Defendant 

Archdiocese,  Defendant  Doe  B  and  Defendant  Does  17  through  1 000,  and  each  of  them, 

REDACTED 

 t  obtained  the  trust  of  Plaintiffs  parents,  From  approximately  1955  thmugb 

I 

approximately,  iggjREDACTED  jxually  molested  REDACTED  wfj0  was  then  a  minor, 
whileREDACTED  was  entrusted  to  the  care,  custody  and  control  of  Defendant 
Archdiocese,  Defendant  Doe  a  an'REDACTED 
7.2     Plaintiff  John  Doe  4  wag  raised  in  a  devoutly  Roman  Catholic  family, 
was  baptized,  confirmed  and  regularly  celebrated  weekly  mass  and  received  the 
sacraments  through  the  Roman  Catholic  Church,  Plaintiff  John  Doa  4therefore 
developed  great  admiration,  ttust,  reverence  and  respect  for,  and  obedience  to,  Roman 
Catholic  Priests,  who  occupied  a  position  of  great  influence  and  persuasion  as  holy  men 
and  authority  figures.  Plaintiff  John  Doe  4  and  his  family  were  active  parishioners  at 
Defendant  Doe  8  Parish  in  San  Pedro,  California,  Through  his  membership  and 
participation  as  a  parishioner  and  student,  Plaintiff  John  Doe  4  came  to  know,  admire, 
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trust,  revere  and  respectREDACTED  Empowered  by  Defendant 

Archdiocese,  Defendant  Dae  B  and  Defendant  Does  17  through  1000,  and  each  of  them, 
;RE D ACTE  D  obtained  the  trust  of  Plaintiffs  parents.  From  approximately  1 947  through 

REDACTED 

4  approximately  1950      „       .;  sexually  molested  John  Doe  4,  who  was  then  a  minor, 
while  John  Doe  4  was  entrusted  to  the  care,  custody  and  control  of  Defendant 
Archdiocese,  Defendant  Doo  8  and  George  Scott 

7.3  Plaintiff  John  Doe  5  was  raised  in  a  devoutly  Roman  Catholic  family, 
Was  baptized,  confirmed  and  regularly  celebrated  weekly  mass  and  received  the 
sacraments  through  the  Roman  Catholic  Church.  Plaintiff  John  Doe  5  therefore 
developed  great  admiration,  trust,  reverence  and  respect  for,  and  obedience  to,  Roman 
Catholic  Priests,  who  occupied  a  position  of  great  influence  and  persuasion  as  holy  men 
and  authority  figures.  Plaintiff  John  Doe  5  attended  Queen  of  the  Angels  Junior  Seminary 
in  Los  Angeles,  California,  Through  his  attendance  and  participation  as  a  student,  Plaintiff 
John  Doe  5  came  to  know,  admire,  trust,  revere  and  respe REDACTED 
Empowered  by  Defendant  Archdiocese,  and  Defendant  Does  17  through  1000,  and  each 
ofthenREDACTED       obtained  the  trust  of  Plaintiffs  parents.  In  oraboutthe  1970's, 

17REDACTED       sexually  molested  John  Doe  5,  who  was  then  a  minor,  while  John  Doe 
5  was  entrusted  to  the  care,  custody  and  control  of  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Our  Lady 
Queen  ofthe  Angels  JuniorSeminaryandREDACTED     The  sexua|  a|?USB  0ca]rre^ 

at  many  different  places,  including  among  other  places,  on  the  grounds  of  the  Junior 
Seminary. 

7.4  PlaintifiRED ACTED  was  raissd  in  a  davout|y  ponwi  catholic  family,  was 
bapiized.  confirmed  and  regularly  celebrated  weekly  mass  and  received  the  sacraments 
through  the  Roman  Catholic  Church.  PlafntifREDACTED  therefore  developed  great 
admiration,  trust,  reverence  and  respect  far,  and  obedience  to,  Roman  Catholic  Priests, 
who  occupied  a  position  of  great  influence  and  persuasion  as  holy  men  and  authority 
figures.  Plaint  REDACTED    and  Ws  famj(y ,  were  acliVe  pari8hionera  and  peter 
attended  Queen  of  the  Angels  Junior  Seminairy  in  Los  Angeles,  California.  Through  his 
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membership  and  participation  as  a  parishioner  and  student,  PlafntiiREDACTED  came 
to  know,  admire,  trust,  revere  and  respeiREDACTED       Empowered  by  Defendant 
Archdiocese,  the  Junior  Seminary,  Defendant  Doe  9  and  Defendant  Does  17  through 
looo  and  each  of  therrRE  DACTE  D     obtained  the  trust  of  Plaintiff's  parents.  From 

REDACTED 

approximately  1 951  through  approximately  i  654  Path  sexually  molest&d 


EDACTED       who  was  then  a  minor,  wh[l<REDACTED   was  entrusted  to  the  care, 
custody  and  control  of  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Dob  9  antREDACTED 
7,5     PiaintifREDACTEDrtas  raised  in  a  devoutly  Roman  Catholic  family, 
was  baptized,  confirmed  and  regularly  celebrated  weekly  mass  and  received  the 
sacraments  through  the  Roman  Catholic  Church.  PlaintlfREDACTED  therefore  developed 
great  admiration,  trust,  reverence  and  respect  for,  and  obedience  to,  Roman  Catholic 
Priests,  who  occupied  a  position  of  great  «if  luence  and  persuasion  as  holy  men  and 
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2(REDACTED  (ua|(y  m0|e$teREDACTED .  who  was  then  a  minor,  whileREDACTED  is  entrusted 
21 
22 

7,6    PlaintrREDACTED  was  raised  tn  a  devoutly  Roman  Catholic  family,  was  baptized, 
confirmed  and  regularly  celebrated  weekly  mass  and  received  the  sacraments  through  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church.  PlaintiflREDACTEDlherefon©  developed  great  admiration,  trust, 
reverence  and  respect  for.  and  obedience  to,  Roman  Catholic  Priests,  who  occupied  a 
position  of  great  influence  and  persuasion  as  holy  men  and  authority  figures.  Plaintiff 
redacted  ^     family  vsrena  active  parishioners  at  Defendant  Doe  10  parish/school  in 


RFnACTFn  REDACTED 

•  authority  figures.  Plaint!  and  his  family  were  active  parishioners  and 

attended  Oueen  of  the  Angels  Junior  Seminary  in  Los  Angeles,  California.  Through  his 
membership  and  participation  as  a  parishioner  and  student,  PlaintiREDACTED  came  t,o 
know,  admire,  trust,  revere  end  respe<REDACTED  ndREDACTED 
.Empowered  by  Defendant  Archdiocese,  and  Defendant  Does  17  through  1000,  and  each 
of  therrREDACTED  ^redacted      obtained  the  trust  of  Plaintiffs  parents. 

From  approximately  1990  through  approximately  igg  REDACTED  ^redacted 


to  the  care,  custody  and  control  of  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Does  17  through 
1O0O  anCREDACTEDand  REDACTED 
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Culver  City,  California.  Through  his  membership  and  participation  as  a  parishioner  and 

REDACTED  ,        .  .    x  j  .redacted 

student  "-^     came  to  know,  adnwe,  trust,  revere  and  respect 

redacted  Empowered  by  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Doe  1 0  and  Defendant 

Poe$17through  1000,  and  each  of  them,  FatbeiREDACTED  obtained  the  trust  of 

REDACTED 


Plaintiffs  parents.  From  approximately  1967  through  1969  Fathe: 
moleete(REDACTED  who  was  then  a  minor,  whi!eREDACTED  fas  entrusted  to  the  care, 
custody  and  control  of  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Doe  10  anc 


sexually 
are 

REDACTED 


REDACTED 
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7.7 


REDACTED 

Plainti  uss  raised  in  a  devoutly  Roman  Catholic  family,  was  baptized, 


confirmed  and  regularly  celebrated  weekly  mass  and  received  the  sacraments  through  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church.  P1airrtHREDACTED  therefore  developed  great  admiration,  trust, 
reverence  and  respect  for,  and  obedience  to,  Roman  Catholic  Priests,  who  occupied  a 
position  of  great  influence  and  persuasion  as  holy  men  and  authority  figures.  Plaintiff 
1  .redacted       his  family  were, active  parishioners  at  Defendant  Doe  11  a  parish/school  in 
15 1  Los  Angeles,  California.  Through  his  membership  and  participation  as  a  parishioner  and 


16 1  student,  Plaint 


REDACTED 


came  to  know*  admire,  trust,  revere  and  respeiREDACTED 
-^redacted  Empowered  by  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Doe  11  and  Defendant  Does 
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1 7  through  1  ooo,  and  each  of  them  RE  D  ACTE  D       ■  obtained  the  trust  of  Plaintiffs 
parents,  in  approximately  1974REDACTED      r  sexually  molestecREDACTED  D.,  who 
was  then  a  minor,  whilREDACTED  was  entrusted  to  the  care,  custody  and  controt  of 
Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Doe  11  anREDACTED 
7.8     Plaintiff  Redacted  ^  was  raj3ecj  jn  a  <jevoutiy  R0rnan  Catholic  family,  was 
baptized,  confirmed  and  regularly  celebrated  weekly  mass  and  received  the  sacraments 
through  the  Roman  Catholic  Church.  Plarntiif  REDACTED  ,  therefore  developed  great 
admiration,  trust,  reverence  and  respect  for,  and  obedience  to,  Roman  Catholic  Priests, 
who  occupied  a  position  of  great  influence  and  persuasion  as  holy  men  and  authority 
figures.  Plainl  y  arid  his  family  were  active  parishioners  at  Defendant  Dee  1 2 

Parish  in  Thousand  Oaks,  California.  Through  his  membership  and  participation  as  a 
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parishioner  and  studen  REDACT  ED  ^  ^  ^ 

respect  FatheREDACTED  .  Empowered  by  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Doe 
1 12  and  13  and  Defendant  Does  17  through  1000,  and  each  of  theiREDACTED 

EDACTED  ,,  >  _ 

obtained  trie  trust  of  Plaintiff's  parents.  From  approximately  1 97S  through 
approximately  i97fiREDACTED  t&xmty moiestedREDACTED  ,no  was  ^m  a 
minor,  WhrREDACTED     was  entrusted  to  the  care,  custody  and  control  of  Defendant 
Archdiocese.  Defendant  Doe  12  grid  13  Does  17  through  1000. 

7.9  plaintiff  REDACTED      ms  raiseci  in  a  devoutly  Ftoman  catholic  family, 
was  baptized,  confirmed  and  regularly  celebrated  weekly  mass  and  received  the 
sacraments  through  the  Roman  Catholic  Church.  PlalntifREDACTED  therefore 
developed  great  admiration,  tryst,  reverence  and  respect  for,  and  obedience  to,  Roman 
Catholic  Priests,  who  occupied  a  position  of  great  influence  and  persuasion  as  holy  men 
and  authority  figures.  PfctfnflffREDACTED     md  his  family  wer6  aotjve  pan-3hi0nere 
at  Defendant  Doe  14  Parish  in  Los  Angeles,  California.  Through  his  membership  and 
participation  as  a  parishioner  and  student,  PlaintiREDACTED       came' to  know, 
admire,  trust,  revere  and  respecREDACTED  Empowered  by  Defendant 
Archdiocese,  Defendant  Doe  14  and  Defendant  Does  17  through  1000,  and  each  of  them, 

1  (REDACTED  ,  obtained  the  trust  of  Plaintiffs  parents.  From  approximately  1970 

19 1  through  approximately  197REDACTED         sexually  molestecREDACTED 
REDACTED  howasthenarninonwhiteREDACTED      ms  entrusted  Jo  the  care, 

custody  and  control  of  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  DoeH  and  Defendant  Does  17 
through  1000. 

7.1 0  Plaintiff  John  Doe  6  was  raised  !n  a  devoutly  Roman  Catholic  family,  was  baptized, 
confirmed  and  regularly  celebrated  weekly  mass  and  received  tha  sacraments  through  tha 
Roman  Catholic  Church.  Plaintiff  John  Doa  6  therefore  developed  great  admiration,  trust, 
reverence  and  respect  for,  and  obedience  fa,  Roman  Catholic  Priests,  who  occupied  a 
position  of  great  influence  and  persuasion  as  holy  men  and  authority  figures.REDACTED 

in  was  assigned  to  Defendant  Doe  15  parish  located  in  Huntington  Park,  California 
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1  when  he  molested  Plaintiff  John  Doe  6.  Through  his  membership  and  participation  as  a 

2  parishioner  at  Defendant  Doe  1 5  parish;  and  school  in  Huntington  Park,  Plaintiff  John  Doe  8 
S  oame  to  know,  admire,  trust,  revere and  respeiREDACTED  Empowered 

4  fc>y  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Doe  15  and  Defendant  Does  1 7  through  1000,  and 

5  eachoftheREDACTED  i  obtained  the  trust  of  Plaintiff's  parents.  From 

6  approximately  1968  through  approximately  1969  REDACTED      sexually  molested 

7  John  Doe  6,  who  was  then  a  minor,  white  John  Doe  6  was  entrusted  to  the  care,  custody 

8  and  control  of  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Doe  1 5  and  Defendant  Does  17  through 

9  1000. 

10  7.1 1   P|aintiffREDACTEDwas  raised  In  a  devoutly  Roman  Catholic  family,  was  baptized, 

1 1  confirmed  and  regularly  celebrated  weekly  mass  an  d  received  the  sacraments  throuflh  tha 

RFDArTFD 

12  Roman  Catholic  Church.  Plajntif  ,  therefore  developed  great  admiration,  trust, 

13  reverence  and  respect  for,  and  obedience  to.  Roman  Catholic  Priests,  who  occupied  a 

14  position  of  great  influence  and  persuasion  as  holy  men  and  authority  figures.  Plaintiff 
•{REDACTED    and  njs  famj|y  Were  &c^e  parishioners  at  Defendant  Doe  16a  parish/school  in 
16 1  Santa  Barbara,  California.  Through  his  membership  and  participation  as  a  parishioner  and 
17 1  studeni^ED  ACTED      ,ame  lo       admire,  trust,  revere  and  respect  REDACTED 
REDACTED  npowered  by  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Doe  16  and 
19 
20 


Defendant  Does  17  through  1000,  and  each  of  them,  REDACTED 
obtained  the  trust  of  Plaintiffs  parents.  Inthe  ig70'sREDACTED 
sexually  motesteREDACTED  who  was  then  a  minor,  whiliKtUM'" ' tu  was  entrusted  to  tha 

.  nare.  custodv  and  control  of  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Doe  16  andREDACTED 
REDACTED 


21 
22 
23' 

£4  11.    As  a  direct  result  of  the  wrongful  conduct  alleged  herein,  the  Plaintiffs  have  suffered, 

25  and  continue  to  suffer  great  pain  of  mind  and  body,  shock,  emotional  distress,  physical 

25  manifestations  of  emotional  distress,  personal  injury,  embarrassment,  loss  of  self-esteem, 

27  disgrace,  humiliation,  and  loss  of  enjoyment  of  life;  have  suffered  and  continue  to  suffer 

28  spiritually;  were  prevented  and  will  continue  to  be  prevented  from  performing  Plaintiffs' 
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daily  activities  and  obtaining  the  full  enjoyment  of  life;  have  sustained  and  continue  to 
sustain  loss  of  earnings  and  earning  capacity;  and/or  have  incurred  and  Will  continue  to 
incur  expenses  for  medical  and  psychological  treatment,  therapy,  and  counseling, 


FIRST  CAUSE  OF  ACTION 
CHILDHOOD  SEXUAL  ABUSE  m  VIOLATION  OF 

CODE  OF  CIVIL  PROCEDURE  6  340.1 
{AM  Plaintiffs  Against  All  Respective  Defendants) 

1 2.  Plaintiffs  incorporate  all  paragraphs  of  this  Complaint  as  if  fully  set  forth  herein. 

13.  From  approximately  1 973  through  approximately  1 976^  E  DACTE  D 
1REDACTED ,  engaged  in  unpermitted,  harmful  and  offensive  sexual  conduct  and  contact  upon 

12  the  person  of  PIamt'rffREDACTED  in  violation  of  Cal,  Code  Civil  Procedure  §  340.1.  Said 

REDACTED  ________ 

13  conduct  was  undertaken  while        and       .    were  employees,  volunteers, 

14  representatives,  or  agents  of  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Doe  2  and  Doe  3 

15  (Schools/Parishes),  and  Does  17through  1000,  while  in  the  course  and  scope  of 

1  $  employment  with  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Doe  2  and  Doe  3  Schools/Parishs, 

17  and  Does  17  through  1000.  and/or  was  ratified  by  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Doe 

18  2  and  Doe  3  Schools/Parishs,  and  Does  1 7  through  1 000. 

19  13.1   From  approximately  1967  through  approximately  1970REDACTED  engaged 

20  in  unpermitted,  harmful  and  offensive  ssxua!  conduct  and  contact  upon  the  person  of 

21  PfaintiffREDACTEP  in  violation  of  Cal.  Code  Civil  Procedure  §  340.1 ,  Said  conduct  was 

22  undertaken  whi!eREDACTED  was  an  employee,  volunteer,  representative,  or  agent  of 

23  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Doe  4  (School/Parish),  and  Does  17through  1000, 

24  while  in  the  course  and  scope  of  employment  with  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Doe 

25  4  School/Parish,  and  Does  1 7  through  1 000,  and/or  was  ratified  by  Defendant 

26  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Doe  4  School/Parish,  and  Does  1 7  through  1 000. 

27  13.2  From  approximately  1S6B  through  appraw'mately  1970.REDACTED  and 

28  Richard  Loomis,  then  known  as  Brother  Becket  engaged  in  unpermitted,  harmful  and 
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1  offensive  sexual  conduct  and  contact  upon  the  person  of  Plaintiff     ,      ,      i  violation 

2  of  Cal.  Code  Civil  Procedure  §  340-1 .  Said  conduct  was  undertaken  whil£REDACTED 
gRED acted    and  Rjchard  L00rr)fS  were  ^mploye^s,  volunteers,  representatives,  or  agents 

4  of  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Doe  5,  Doe  6  (Schools/Parishs),  Doe  7  Order  and 

5  Does  17  through  1000,  while  in  the  course  and  scope  of  employment  with  Defendant 
$  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Doe5  and  Doe  6  Schools/Parishs,  Doe  7  Order  and  Does  1 7 

7  through  1000,  and/or  was  ratified  by  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Doe  5,  Doe  6 

8  Scfiools/Farishs,  Doe  7  Order  and  Does  1 7  through  1 000. 

9.  13.3  From  approximately  igaeRED ACTED  engaged  in  unpermitted,  harmful 

10  and  offensive  sexual  conduct  and  contact  upon  the  person  of  Plaintiff  John  Doe  1  in 

1 1  violation  of  Cal.  Code  Civil  Procedure  §  340.1 .  Said  conduct  was  undertaken  while 


1 

13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
25 
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28 


REDACTED 


was  an  employee,  volunteer,  representative,  or  agent  of  Defendant  Archdiocese 
and  Does  1 7  through  1 000,  white  in  the  course  and  scope  of  employment  with  Defendant 
Archdiocese  and  Does  17  through  1000,  and/or  was  ratified  by  Defendant  Archdiocese  and 
Does  17  through  1000.  , 

13.4  From  approximately  198S  through  approximately  1992,  REDACTED 
engaged  in  unpermitted,  harmful  and  offensive  sexual  conduct  and  contact  upon  the 
person  of  Plaintiff  John  Doa  2  in  violation  of  Cal.  Cade  Civil  Procedure  §  340.1.  Said 
□onduct  was  undertaken  whileREDACTEDwas  an  employee,  volunteer,  representative,  or 
agent  of  Defendant  Archdiocese  and  Does  17  through  1000,  white  in  the  course  and  scope 
of  employment  with  Defendant  Archdioaese  and  Does  17  through  1000,  and/or  was  ratified 
by  Defendant  Archdiocese  Does  17  through  1 000. 

1 3.5  From  approximately  1 988  through  approximately  1  g<RE  D  ACTE  D 
engaged  In  unpermitted,  harmful  and  offensive  sexual  conduct  and  contact  upon  the 
person  of  Plaintiff  John  Doe  3  In  violation  of  Cal,  Code  Civil  Procedure  §  340.1 .  Said 
conduct  was  undertaken  whiteREDACTED  was  an  employee,  volunteer,  representative,  or 
agent  of  Defendant  Archdiocese  and  Does  17  through  1 000,  while  in  the  course  and  scope 
of  employment  with  Defendant  Archdiocese  and  Does  171  through  1000,  and/or  was 
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ratified  by  Defendant  Archdiocese  and  Does  17  through  1000. 

13.6  From  approximately  1955  through  approximately  195S,REDACTED 
engaged  in  unpermitted,  harmful  and  offensive  sexual  conduct  and  contact  upon  the 
person  of  PlaintREDACTED  i 'm  violation  of  Cal.  Code  Civil  Procedure  §  340.1 .  Said 
conduct  was  undertaken  while™0  was  m  employee,  volunteer,  representative.  oraSent 
of  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Doe  8  (School/Parish),  and  Does  18  through  1000, 
while  in  the  course  and  scope  of  employment  with  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Dae 
8  School/Parish,  and  Does  17  through  1000,  andfar  was  ratified  by  Defendant 
Archdiocese,.  Defendant  Doa  8  School/Parish,  and  Does  17  through  10OO. 

13.7  From  approximately  1947  through  approximately  1950REDACTED 
engaged  in  unpermitted,  harmful  and  offensive  sexual  conduct  and  contact  upon' the 
person  of  Plaintiff  John  Doe  4  in  violation  of  Cal.  Code  Civil  Procedure  §  340.1 .  Said 
conduct  was  undertaken  whil  ™D  was  an  employee,  volunteer,  representative,  or  agent 
of  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Doe  a  (School/Parish),'  and  Does  17  through  1000, 
while  in  the  course  and  scope  of  employment  with  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Doe 
8  School/Parish,  and  Does  17  through  1000,  and/or  was  ratified  by  Defendant 
Archdiocese,  Defendant  Doe  8  School/Parish,  and  Does  17  through  1000. 

13.8  in  or  about  the  1970's.RED ACTED     ,  er,gaged  ,-n  unpermittedi  hamM  md 
offensive  sexual  conduct  and  contact  upon  the  person  qf  Plaintiff  John  Doe  5  in  violation  of 
Cal  Code  Civil  Procedure  §  340.1  >  Said  conduct  was  undertaken  wi/EDACTED  was  an 
employee,  volunteer,  represantative,  or  agent  of  Defendant  Archdiocese  and  Does  17 
through  lOGO,  white  in  the  course  and  scope  of  employment  with  Defendant  Archdiocese, 
and  Does  17through  1000,  and/or  was  ratified  by  Defendant  Archdiocese  Does  17  through 
1000. 

1 3.9  From  approximately  1 951  through  approximately  1 96jredacted 
engaged  in  unpermitted,  harmful  and  offensive  sexual  conduct  and  contact  upon  the 
person  of  piarntiffREDACTED  in  violation  of  Cal.  Code  Civil  Procedure  §940.1.  Said 

,  REDACTED 

conduct  was  undertaken  white         vgs  an  employee,  volunteer,  representative,  or  agent 
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1  of  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Doe  9  Order,  and  Does-  1 7  through  1 000,  while  In 
'  Z  the  course  and  scope  cf  employment  with  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Dos  9 

3  Order,  and  Doss  1 7  through  1 00o,  and/or  was  ratified  by  Defendant  Archdiocese, 

4  Defendant  Dos  9  Order  and  Does  1 7  through  1 000. 

5  13.1 0  From  approximately  1990  through  approximately  1991  .REDACTED 
redacted jpiggggjj  in  unparmitisdr  harmful  and  offensive  sexual  conduct  and  contact  upon 


7 

6 

9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
23 


the  person  of  Plaintiff  lREDACTEDn  violation  of  Cal.  Coda  Civil  Procedure  §  340.1,  Said 
conduct  was  undertaken  whSsREDACTED  employees, 
volunteers,  representatives,  or  agents  of  Defendant  Archdiocese  and  Does  17  through 
1000,  white  In  the  course  and  scope  of  employment  with  Defendant  Archdiocese  and  Does 
17  through  1000,  and/orwas  ratified  by  Defendant  Archdiocese  and  Does  17  through 
1000. 

13.1 1  From  approximately  1967  through  approximately  1969  REDACTED 
engaged  in  unpermitted,  harmful  and  offensive  sexual  conduct  and  contact  upon  the 

person  of  PlaintREDACTED  in  violation  of  Ca|.  Code  Civil  Procedure  §  340.1.  Said 

REDACTED 

conduct  was  undertaken  white  was  an  employee,  volunteer,  representative,  or 

agent  of  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Doe  1Q  (School/Parish),  arid  Does  1 7  through 
1000,  while  in  the  course  and  scope  of  employment  with  Defendant  Archdiocese, 
Defendant  Doe  10  School/Parish  and  Does  17  through  1 000,  and/or  was  ratified  by 

Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Doe  10  School/Parish  and  Does  17  through  1000. 

REDACTED 

13.12  In  approximately  1974  engaged  in  unpermitted,  harmful  and 
offensive  sexual  conduct  and  contact  upon  the  person  of  Plaintiff REDACTED  in  violation  of 
Cal.  Code  Civil  Procedure  §  340.1 .  Said  conduct  was  undertaken  whileREDACTEDwas  an 
employee,  volunteer,  representative,  or  agent  of  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Doe 
11  (Schoot/Parieh),  and  Does  17  through  1000,  white  in  thecourse  and  scope  of 
employment  w'rth  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Doe  11  School/Parish  and  Does  17 
through  1000,  andfor  was  ratified  by  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Doe  1 1 
School/Parish  and  Does  17  through  1 000. 
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1  13.13  From  approximately  1976  through  approximately  1978 REDACTED 


2 
3 
4 
5 

e 

7 
8 
0 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
.  25 
;  26 

■j  27 

/  28 

3 


engaged  in  unpermitted,  harmful  and  offensive  sexual  conduct  and  contact  upon  the 
person  of  piainti:REDACTED     in  violation  of  Cal.  Code  Civil  Procedure  §  340.1 .  Said 
conduct  was  undertaken  whileREDACTEDwas  an  employee,  volunteer,  representative,  or 
agent  of  Defendant  Archdiocese,  'Defendant  Doe  12  and  Doe  13  (Schools/Parishes)  and 
Does  17  through  1000,  while  in  the  course  and  scope  of  employment  with  Defendant 
Archdiocese,  Defendant  Dos  12  and  Doe  13  Schools/Parishes  and  Does  17  through  1000, 
and/or  was  ratified  by  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Doe  1 2  and  Doe  1 3 
Schools/Parishes  and  Does  17  through  1000. 

13.14  From  approximately  1970  through  approximately  1973REDA(~'TED 
engaged  in  unpermitted,  harmful  and  offensive  sexual  conduct  and  contact  upon  the 
person  of  Plaintif  REDACTED      \n  violation  of  Cat  Code  Civil  Procedure  §  340.1 . 
Said  conduct  was  undertaken  while  REDACTED  ras  an  employee,  volunteer, 
representative,  or  agent  of  Defendant  Archdiocese.  Defendant  Doe  14  (School/Parish), 
and  Does  17  through  1000,  while  in  the  course  and  scope  of  employment  with  Defendant 
Archdiocese,  Defendant  Doe  14  School/Parish  and  Does  17  through  1 000,  and/or  was 
ratified  by  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Doe  14  School/Parish  and  Does  17  through 
1OO0. 

13.15  From  approximately  1968  through  approximately  19B9REDA(-'TED  engaged 
In  unpermitted,  harmful  and  offensive  sexual  conduct  and- contact  upon  the  person  of 
Plaintiff  John  Doe  6  in  violation  of  Cal.  Code  Civil  Procedure  §  340.1 .  Said  conduct  was 
undertaken  while REDACTEDivas  an  employee,  volunteer,  representative,  or  agent  of 
Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Doe  15  (School/Parish),  and  Does  17  through  1000, 
while  in  the  course  and  scope  of  employment  with  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Doa 
1 5  School/Parish  and  Does  1 7  through  1 000,  and/or  was  ratified  by  Defendant 
Archdiocese,  Defendant  Dos  15  School/Parish  and  Does  17  through  1000, 

13.16  During  i970"sRE'-)  ACTED  engaged  in  unpermitted,  harmful  and 
offensive  sexual  conduct  and  contact  upon  the  person  of  Plaintiff REDACTED  in  violation  of 
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REDACTED 

Ca!.  Coda  Civil  Procedure  §  340.1 ,  Said  conduct  was  undertaken  whil<  was  an 

employed,  volunteer,  representative,  or  agent  of  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Dob 
1 6  (School/Parish) ,  and  Does  1 7  through  1 000,  while  in  the  course  and  scope  of 
employment  with  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Dos  16  School/Parish  and  Does  17 
through  1 000,  and/or  was  ratified  by  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Doe  16 
School/Parish  and  Does  17  through  1000. 

1 4.  Prior  to  or  during  the  abuse  alleged  above,  Defendants  knew,  had  reason  lo  know, 
or  was  otherwise  on  notice  of  unlawful  sexual  conduct  by  the  Perpetrators.  Defendants 
failed  to  take  reasonable  steps  and  failed  to  implement  reasonable  safeguards  to  avoid 
acts  of  unlawful  sexual  conduct  in  the  future  by  Ihe  Perpetrators,  including,  but  not  limited 
to,  preventing  or  avoiding  placement  of  the  Perpetrators  in  functions  or  environments  in 
which  contact  with  children  was  an  inherent  part  of  those  functions  or  environments. 
Furthermore,  at  no  time  during  the  periods  of  time  alleged  did  Defendants  have  in  place  a 
system  or  procedure  to  supervise  and/or  monitor  employees,  volunteers,  representatives, 
or  agents  to  Insure  that  they  did  not  molest  or  abuse  minors  in  Defendants'  care,  including 
the  Plaintiffs. 

15.  As  a  result  of  the  above-described  conduct,  Plaintiffs  have  suffered,  and  continue  to 
suffer  great  pain  of  mind  and  body,  personal  injury,  shock,  emotional  distress,  physical 
manifestations  of  emotional  distress,  embanassment,  toss  of  salf-esteem,  disgrace, 
humiliation,  and  loss  of  enjoyment  of  life;  have  suffered  and  continue  to  suffer  spiritually; 
were  prevented  and  will  continue  to  be  prevented  from  performing  Plaintiffs'  daily  activities 
and  obtaining  the  full  enjoyment  of  life;  have  sustained  and  Will  continue  to,  sustain  loss  of 
earnings  and  eam'nng  capacity;  and/or  has  incurred  and  will  continue  to  incur  expenses  for 
medical  and  psychological  treatment,  therapy,  and  counseling. 


SECOND  CAUSE  OF  ACTION 
NEGLIGENCE 
(All  Plaintiffs  Against  All  Respective  Defendants) 
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16.  Plaintiffs  incorporate  all  paragraphs  of  this  Complaint  as  if  fully  set  forth  herein. 

17,  •  Defendants  had  a  dutyto  protect  the  minor  Plaintiffs  when  they  were  entrusted  to 
their  care  by  Plaintiffs'  parents.  Plaintiffs'  care,  welfare,  andfor  physical  custody  was 
temporarily  entrusted  to  Defendants.  Defendants  voluntarily  accepted  the  entrusted  cam 
of  Plaintiffs.  As  such,  Defendants  owed  Plaintiffs,  minor  children,  a  special  duty  of  care,  in 
addition  to  a  duty  of  ordinary  care,  and  owed  Plaintiffs  the  higher  duty  of  care  that  adufts 
dealing  with  children  owe  to  protect  them  from  harm. 

17.1   The  Perpetrators  wens,  and  at  ail  times  herein,  and  for  many  years  before,  a  serial 
pedophile,  performing  acts  of  sexual  abuse  and  molestation  upon  a  series  of  minor 
children,  including  Plaintiffs.  The  Perpetrators  were  able,  by  virtue  of  their  unique  authority 
and  position  aspnests.  to  identify  vulnerable  victims  and  their  families  upon  which  the 
Perpetrators  could  perform  such  sexuai  abuse;  to  manipulate  theft-  authority  as  priest, 
counselor,  and  religious  advisor,  to  procure  compliance  with  their  sexual  demands  from  ' 
their  victims;  to  induce  the  victims  to  continue  to  allow  the  abuse;  and  to  coerce  them  not  to 
report  it  to  any  other  persons  or  authorities,  As  priests  the  Perpetrators  had  unique  access 
to  the  physical  facilities  and  finances  of  the  parishes  to  which  they  were  assigned,  and 
used  said  faciiities  and  finances  to  provide  resources  which  allowed  them  to  commit  sexuaJ 
abuse  upon  children. 

17.2  The  risk  of  abuse  of  priestly  authority,  the  risk  of  misuse  of  parish  and  diocese 
resources,  facilities,  and  funds,  and  the  risk  of  misuse  of  access  to  iniimate  personal 
fnformation  by  a  priest,  all  to  allow  them  to  commit  sexual  abuse  upon  children,  are,  and 
have  been  for  centuries  risks  known  to  the  Bishops  and  Officers  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church,  who  have  enacted  policies  and  procedures,  prior  to  Plaintiffs"  molestation  by  the 
Perpetrators,  to  address  such  conduct  and  its  consequences.  Such  policies  and 
procedures  have  included  the  enactment  of  Canon  Law  policies  and  punishments, 
maintaining  secret  files  concernfng  such  conduct,  and  an  ongoing  policy  ahd  procedure  of 
failing  and  refusing  to  notify  or  warn  parishioners  or  law  enforcement  when  reports  of 
sexuai  abuse  of  children  by  priests  has  been  received  by  such  Bishops  and  Officers, 
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including  Defendants. 

1 8.  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Does  2-1 8  Schools  and  parishes  and/or  Orders 
and  Does  17  through  1000,  by  and  through  thsir  agents,  servants  and  employees,  knew  or 
reasonably  should  have  known  of  the  Perpetrators'  dangerous  and  exploitive  propensities 
and/or  that  the  Perpetrators  were  unfit  agents.  It  was  foreseeable  that  if  Defendants  did 
not  adequately  exercise  or  provide  the  duty  of  care  owed  to  children  in  their  care,  including 
but  not  limited  to  Plaintiffs,  the  children  entrusted  to  Defendants'  care  would  be  vulnerable 
to  sexual  abuse  by  the  Perpetrators, 

1S.    Defendants  breached  their  duty  of  care  to  the  minor  Plaintiffs  by  allowing  Ihe 
Perpetrators  to  come  into  contact  with  the  minor  Plaintiffs  without  supervision;  by  failing  to 
adequately  supervise,  or  negligently  retaining  the  Perpetrators  who  they  permitted  and 
enabled  to  have  access  to  Plaintiffs;  by  failing  to  investigate  or  otherwise  confirm  or  deny 
such  facts  about  the  Perpetrators;  by  failing  to  tell  or  concealing  from  Plaintiffs,  Plaintiffs' 
parents,  guardians,  or  law  enforcement  officials  that  the  Perpetrators  were  or  may  have 
been  sexually  abusing  minors;  by  failing  to  tell  or  concealing  from  PlaintiFfs'  parents, 
guardians,  or  law  enforcement  officials  that  Plaintiffs  were  or  may  have  been  sexually 
abused  after  Defendants  knew  or  had  reason  to  know  that  the  Perpetrators  may  have 
sexually  abused  Plaintiffs,  thereby  enabling  Plaintiffs  to  continue  to  be  endangered  and 
sexually  abused,  and/or  creating  the  circumstance  Where  Plaintiffs  were  less  likely  to 
receive  medical/mental  health  care  and  treatment,  thus  exacerbating  the  harm  done  tg 
Plaintiffs;  and/or  by  holding  out  the  Perpetrators  to  the  Plaintiffs  and  their  parents  or 
guardians  as  being  in  good  standing  and  trustworthy.  Delendants  cloaked-  with  fa  the 
faoade  of  normalcy  Defendants'  apid/or  the  Perpetrators'  contact  and/or  actions  with  the 
Plaintiffs  and/or  with  other  minors  who  were  victims  of  the  Perpetrators,  and/or  disguised 
the  nature  of  the  sexual  abuse  and  contact. 

20-    As  a  result  of  the  above-described  conduct,  Plaintiffs  have  suffered,  and  continue  to 
suffer  great  pain  of  mind  and  body,  shock,  emotional  distress,  physical  manifestations  of 
emotional  distress,  embarrassment,  loss  of  self-esteem,  disgrace,  humiliation,  and  loss  of 
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enjoyment  of  life;  have  suffered  and  continue  to  suffer  spiritually;  were  prevented  and  wilt 
continue  to  be  prevented  from  performing  Plaintiffs'  daily  activities  and  obtaining  the  full 
enjoyment  of  life;  has  sustained  and  will  continue  to  sustain  loss  of  earnings  and  earning 
capacity;  and/or  have  incurred  and  wilt  continue  to  incur  expenses  for  medical  and 
psychological  treatment,  therapy,  and  counseling. 

THIRD  CAUSE  QF  ACTION 
mBaLKSEW  SUFERVI510NJFAILURE  TO  WARM 
(All  Plaintiffs  Against  Defendant  Archdiocese,  and  Respective  Defendant  Does  2-16 
Schools/Parishes,  Defendant  Order,  and  Does  17  through  1000) 

21 .  Plaintiffs  incorporate  all  paragraphs  of  Ihie  Complaint  ae  if  fully  set  forth  herein. 

22.  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Does  2-1 6  schools  and  parishes  and/or  Ordere 
and  Does  17  through  1000  had  a  duty  to  provide  reasonable  supervision  of  the 
Perpetrators;  to  use  reasonable  care  in  investigating  the  Perpetrators;  and  to  provide 
adequate  warning  to  the  Plaintiffs,  the  Plaintiffs'  famines,  minor  students,  and  minor 
parishioners  of  the  Perpetrators'  dangerous  propensities  and  unfithsss. 

23.  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Does  2-1  s  schools  and  parishes  and/or  Orders 
and  Does  17  through  1 000,  by  and  through  their  agents,  servants  and  employee,  knew  or 
reasonably  should  have  Known  of  the  Perpetrators'  dangerous  and  exploitive  propensities 
and/or  that  the  Perpetrators  were  unfit  agents.  Despite  such  knowledge,  Defendant 
Archdiocese,  Defendant  Does  s-16  schools  and  parishes  and/or  Orders  and  Does  17 
through  1 000  negligently  failed  to  supervise  the  Perpetrators  in  the  position  of  trust  and 
authority  as  Roman  Caiholio  Priests,  religious  instructors,  counselors,  school  , 
administrators,  school  teachers,  surrogate  parents,  spiritual  mentors,  emotional  mentors, 
and/or  other  authority  figures,  where  they  were  able  to  commit  the  wrongful  acts  against 
the  Plaintiffs.  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Does  2-1  a  schools  and  parishes  and/or 
Orders,  and  Does  17  through  1000  failed  to  provide  reasonable  supervision  of  the 
Perpetrators,  failed  to  use  reasonable  care  in  investigating  the  Perpetrators,  and  failed  to 
provide  adequate  warning  to  Plaintiffs  and  Plaintiffs'  families  of  the  Perpetrators' 
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dangerous  propensities  and  unfitness.  Defendant  Archdiocese.  Defendant  Does  2-1 6 
schools  and  parishes  and/or  Orders  and  Does  17  through  1 G00  further  failed  to  take 
reasonable  measures  to  prevent  future  sexual  abuse. 

24.  As  a  result  of  the  above-described  conduct,  Plaintiffs  have  suffered,  and  continue 
to  suffer  great  pain  of  mind  and  body,  shock,  emotional  distress,  physical  manifestations  of 
emotional  distress,  embarrassment,  loss  of  self-esteem,  disgrace,  humiliation,  and  loss  of 
enjoyment  of  life;  have  suffered  and  continue  to  suffer  spiritually;  were  prevented  and  will 
continue  to  be  prevented  from  performing  Plaintiffs'  daily  activities  and  obtaining  the  full 
enjoyment  of  life;  have  sustained  and  will  continue  to  sustain  loss  of  earnings  and  earning 
capacity;  and/or  have  incurred  and  will  continue  to  incur  expenses  for  medical  and 
psychological  treatment,  therapy,  and  counseling. 

FOURTH  CAUSE  OF  ACTION 
NEGLIGENT  HIRING  AND  RETENTION 
(All  Plaintiffs  Against  Defendant  Archdiocese  and  All  Respective  Defendants) 

25.  Plaintiffs  incorporate  all  paragraphs  of  this  Complaint  as  if  fully  set  forth  herein. 

26.  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Does  2-16  schools  and  parishes  and/or 
Orders,  and  Does  17  through  1 000  had  a  duty  to  not  hire  and/or  retain  the  Perpetrators, 
and  other  employees,  agents,  volunteers,  and  other  representatives,  given  the 
Perpetrators'  dangerous  and  exploitive  propensities. 

27.  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Does  2-1 6  schools  and  parishes  and/or  Orders, 
and  Does  17  through  1000,  by  and  through  their  agents,  servants  and  employees,  knew  or 
reasonably  should  have  known  of  the  Perpetrators'  dangerous  and  exploitive  propensities 
and/or  that  the  Perpetrators  were  unfit  agents.  Despite  such  knowledge,  Defendant 
Archdiocese,  Defendant  Doss  2-1 6  schools  and  parishes  and/or  Orders,  and  Does  17 
through  1000  negligently  hired  and  retained  the  Perpetrators  in  the  position  of  trust  and 
authority  as  Roman  Catholic  Priests,  religious  instructors,  counselor,  school 
administrators,  school  teachers,  surrogate  parents,  spiritual  mentors,  emotional  mentors, 
and/or  other  authorily  figures,  where  they  were  able  to  commit  the  wrongful  acts  against 
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the  Plaintiffs,  Defendant  Archdiocese,.  Defendant  Does  2-16  schools  and  parishes  and/or 
Orders,  and  Does  17through  1000  failed  to  use  reasonable  care  in  investigating  the 
Perpetrators  and  failed  to  provide  adequate  warning  to  Plaintiffs  and  Plaintiffs'  families  of 
the  Perpetrators-'  dangerous  propensities  and  unfitness.  Defendant  Archdiocese, 
Defendant  Does  2-1 5  schools  and  parishes  ahd/or  Orders,  and  Doee  17  through  1 000  • 
further  failed  to  take  reasonable  measures  to  prevent  future  sexual'abuse. 
23,    As  a  result  of  the  above-described  conduct,  Plaintiffs  have  suffered,  and  continue 
to  suffer  great  pain  oF  mind  and  body,  shock,  emotional  distress,  physical  manifestations  of 
emotional  distress,  embarrassment,  loss  of  self-esteem,  disgrace,  humiliation,  and  loss  of 
enjoyment  of  life;  have  suffered  and  continue  to  suffer  spiritually;  were  prevented  and  will 
continue  to  be  prevented  -from  performing  Plaintiffs'  daily  activities  and  obtaining  the  full 
enjoyment  of  life;  have  sustained  and  will  continue  to  sustain  loss  of  earnings  and  earning 
capacity;  and/or  have  incurred  and  will  continue  to  incur  e^>ensea  for  medical  and 
psychological  treatment,  therapy,  and  counseling. 

SEVENTH  CAUSE  OF  ACTION 
BREACH  OF  FIDUCIARY  DUTY  AND/OR  CONFIDENTIAL  RELATIONSHIP 
(All  Plaintiffs  Against  Defendant  Archdiocese  And  AH  Respective  Defendants) 

48 ,  Plaintiffs  incorporate  all  paragraphs  of  this  Complaint  as  if  fully  set  forth  herein, 

49,  Because  of  Plaintiffs'  young  age,  and  because  of  the  status  of  the  Perpetrators  as 
authority  figures  to  Plaintiffs,  Plaintiffs  were  vulnerable  to  the  Perpetrators.  The 
Perpetrators  sought  Plaintiffs  out,  and  were  empowered  by  and  accepted  Plaintiffs' 
vulnerability.  Plaintiffs'  vulnerability  also  prevented  Plaintiffs  from  effectively  protecting 
themselves. 

50,  By  holding  the  Perpetrators  out  as  qualified  Roman  Catholic  clergy,  religious, 
religious  instructors,  counselors,  school  administrators,  school  teachers,  surrogate  parents, 
spiritual  mentors,  emotional  mehtors,  and/or  any  other  authority  f  igures,  and  by 
undertaking  the  religious  and/or  secular  instruction  and  spiritual  and/or  emotional 
counseling  ol  Plaintiffs,  Defendants  entered  into  a  fiduciary  and/or  confidential  relationship 
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with  the  minor  Plaintiffs. 

51 .  Defendants  and  each  of  them  breached  their  fiduciary  duty  to  Plaintiffs  by  engaging 
in  the  negligent  and  wrongful  conduct  described  herein. 

52.  As  a  direct  result  of  Defendants'  breach  of  their  fiduciary  duty,  Plaintiffs  have 
suffered,  and  continue  to  suffer  great  pain  of  mind  and  body,  shook,  emotional  distress, 
physical  manifestations  of  emotional  distress,  embarrassment,  loss  of  self-esteem, 
disgrace,  humiliation,  and  lass  of  enjoyment  of  life;  have  suffered  and  continue  to  suffer 
spiritually;  were  prevented  and  will  continue  to  be  prevented  from  performing  Plaintiffs' 
dajjy  activities  and  obtaining  the  full  enjoyment  of  life;  have  sustained  and  will  continue  to 
sustain  loss  of  earnings  and  earning  capacity;  and/or  have  incurred  and  will  continue  to 
incur  expenses  for  medical  and  psychological  treatment,  therapy,  and  counseling. 

52.1   In  doing  the  things  herein  alleged,  the  perpetrator  Defendant  Doe  1 0,  acted  willfully 
and  with  intent  to  cause  injury  to  Plaintfffs,  subjected  plaintiffs  to  cruel  and  unjust  hardship 
in  conscious  disregard  qf  Plaintiffs*  rights,  and  intentionally  misrepresented,  deceived,  and 
concealed  material  facts  known  to  the"  perpetrator  Defendant  Doe  1 0,  thereby  depriving  . 
Plaintiffs  of  legal  rights  and  causing  injury  to  Plaintiffs.  The  perpetrator  Defendant  Doe  1 0 
was  therefore  guilty  of  malice,  oppression,  and  fraud  in  conscious  disregard  of  Plaintiffs' 
rights,  and  Plaintiffs  are  therefore  entitled  to  an  award  of  exemplary  or  punitive  damages 
as  against  the  Perpetrator. 

EIGHTH  CAUSE  OF  ACTION 
.fjEGUGENT  FAILURE  TO  WARM.  TRAIN;  OR  EDUCATE  PLAINTIFFS 
(All  Plaintiffs  Against  Defendant  Archdiocese  and  All  Respective  Defendants) 

53.  Plaintiffs  Incorporate  all  paragraphs  of  this  Complaint  as  if  fully  set  forth  herein , 

54.  Defendants  breached  their  duty  to  take  reasonable  protective  measures  to  protect 
Plaintiffs  and  other  minor  parishioners  and/or  students  from  the  risk  of  childhood  sexual 
abuse  by  the  Perpetrators,  such  as  the  failure  to  property  warn,  train,  or  educate  Plaintiffs 
and  other  minor  parishioners  and/or  students  about  how  to  avoid  such  a  risk,  pursuant  to 
Juarez  v.  Boy  Scouts  of  Amarira,  inn.,  97Cal.  Rptr,  2d  12,  81  Cal.  App.  4th  377  (2000). 
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55.    As  a  result  of  the  above-described  conduct.  Plaintiffs  have  suffered,  and  continue 
to  suffer  great  pain  of  mind  and  body,  shock,  emotional  distress,  physical  manifestations  of 
emotional  distress,  embarrassment,  loss  of  self-esteem,  disgrace,  humiliation,  and  loss  of 
enjoyment  of  life;  have  suffered  and  continue  to  suffer  spiritually;  were  prevented  and  will 
continue  to  be  prevented  from  performing  Plaintiffs'  daily  activities  and  obtaining  Ihe  full 
enjoyment  of  life;  have  sustained  and  will  continue-to  sustain  loss  of  earnings  and  earning 
capacity;  and/or  have  inclined  and  will  continue  to  incur  expenses  for  medical  and 
psychological  treatment  therapy,  and  counseling. 

;// 

at 

FOURTEENTH  CAUSE  OF  ACTION 
NEGLIGENCE  PER  SF  FOR  STATUTOHY  VIOLATIONS 
(All  Plaintiffs  Against  Defendant  Archdiocese  and  All  Respective  Defendants) 
91-    Plaintiffs  incorporate  all  paragraphs  of  this  Complaint  as  if  fully  set  forth  herein. 

92.  At  all  times  o  r  sometimes  herein  mentioned,  there  was  in  full  force  and  effect  Penal 
Code  §§  32;  1 1 166;  273a;  266j;  285;  280(b)(1)  &  (2);  286(c);  268(a)  &  fb);  288a(b}(1)  &  (2); 
288a(c);  289(h),  (I)  &  (j);  647.6;  or  any  prior  laws  of  California  of  similar  effect  ai  ihe  time 
these  acts  described  herein  were  committed.  These  laws  made  unlawful  certain  acts 
relating  to  the  sexual  abuse  of  minors, 

93.  At  the  times  mentioned  herein,  Defendants  were  in  violation  of  the  aforesaid 
statutes  in  doing  the  acts  set  forth  herein. 

94.  Plaintiffs  were  within  the  class  of  persons  to  be-  protected  by  Penal  Code  §§  32; 
1 1166;  273a:  266j;  285;  286(b)(1)  &  (2);  28e(o);  288(a)  &  (b);  288a(b)(1 )  &  (2);  288a(c); 
280(h),  (I)  &  (j);  647.6;  or  any  prior  laws  of  California  of  similar  effect  at  the  time  these  acts 
described  herein  were  committed. 

95.  As  a  result  of  the  above-described  conduct,  Plaintiffs  have  suf  Fared,  and  continues 
to  suffer  great  pain  of  mind  and  body,  shock,  emotional  distress,  physical  manifestations  of 
emotional  distress,  embarrassment,  loss  of  self-esteem,  disgrace,  humiliation,  and  toss  of 
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enjoyment  of  /He;  have  suffered  and  continue  to  suffer  spiritually;  were  prevented  and  will 
continue  to  be  prevented  from  performing  Plaintiffs'  daily  activities  and  obtaining  the  full 
enjoyment  of  life;  havo  sustained  and  will  continue  to  sustain  lass  of  earnings  and  earning 
capacity;  and/or  have  incurred  and  will  continue  to  fnour  expenses  for  medical  and 
psychological  treatment,  therapy,  and  counseling. 

SEVENTEENTH  CAUSE  OF  ACTION 
PREMISES  LIABILITY 
{All  Plaintiffs  and  Against  Defendant  Archdiocese  And  Alt  Respective  Defendant  Doe 
Schools/Parishes/Orders,  and  Does  17  through  1000) 

111.  '  Plaintiffs  incorporate  all  paragraphs  of  this  Complaint  as  if  fully  set  forth  herein. 

112.  At  all  times  harem  mentioned,  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Does  2-8  schools 
and  parishes  and/or  hospital,  Defendant  Doe  S  Order,  and  Does  1 1  through  1 000  were  in 
possession  of  the  property  where  the  Plaintiffs  were  groomed  and  assaulted  by  tie 
Perpetrators,  and  had  the  right  to  manage,  use  and  control  that  property. 

113.  At  all  times  herein  mentioned,  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Does  2-8  schoora 
and  parishes  and/or  hospital,  Defendant  Does  Order,  and  Doss  11  through  1000  knew 
that  the  Perpetrators  had  a  history  of  committing  sexual  assaults  against  chirdren,  and  that 
any  child  at,  among  other  looations,  Defendant  Dobs  2-16  schools  and  parishes  and 
hospital,  were  at  risk  to  be  sexually  assaulted  by  the  Perpetrators. 

1 1 4.  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Does  2-1 5  schools  and  parishes  and/or  Orders, 
and  Does  17  through  1000  knew  or  should  have  known  that  Defendant  Doe  10,  and  the 
Perpetrators  had  a  history  of  sexual  assaults  against  children  committed  by  the 
Perpetrators  and  that  any  child  at,  among  other  locations,  the  Defendant  Does  2-16 
schools  and  parishes  and  Orders,  was  at  risk  to  be  sexually  assaulted.  It  was  foreseeable 
to  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Does  2-16  schools  and  parishes  and  Orders  and 
Does  17  through  1000,  that  the  Perpetrators  would  sexually  assault  children  if  they 
continued  to  allow  the  Perpetrators  to  teach,  supervise,  instruct,  care  for,  and  have  custody 
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and  control  of  and/orcontact  with  children. 

115.  At  all  times  herein  mentioned,  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Does  a-16 
schools  and  pushes  and/or  Orders,  and  Does  17  through  1000  knew  or  should  haw 
Known  the  Perpetrators  were  repeatedly  committing  sexual  assaults  against  children. 

116.  It  was  foreseeable  to  Defendant  Arch diocese,  Defendant  Does  2-1 6  schools  and 
parishes  and/or  Orders,  and  Does  17  through  1000  that  the  sexual  assaults  being 
committed  by  the  Perpetrators  moki  continue  if  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Does 
2-16  schools  aM  parishes  and/c,  Orders,  and  Does  17tlm>Ugh  iooq  continued  to  allow 
the  Perpetrators  to  teaCh,  eupervfee,  instruct,  care  for,  and  have  custody  of  and/orcontact 
with  young  children. 

117.  Because  it  was  foreseeable  that  the  sexual  assaults  being  committed  by  the 
Perpetrators  *ou!d  continue  if  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Does  2-1 6  schools  and 
parishes  and/or  Orders,  and  Does  17  through  1000  continued  to  allow  him  to  teach, 
supervise,  instruct,  care  for,  and  have  custody  of  and/or  contact  with  young  children, 
Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant' Does  2-16  schools  and  parishes  and/or  Orders,  and 
Does  l7through  1000  owed  a  duty  of  care  to  all  children.  Including  Plaintiff,  exposed  to  the 
Perpetrator.  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Does  2-18  schools  and  parishes  and/or 
Orders,  and  Does  17  through  1000  also  0W9d  a  heightened  duty  of  care  to  all  children, 
including  Plaintiffs,  because  of  their  young  age. 

118.  By  allowing  the  Perpetrators  to  teach,  supervise,  instruct,  care  for,  andhave 
custody  of  and/or  contact  with  young  children,  and  by  failing  to  warn  children  and  their 
families  of  the  threat  posed  by  the  Perpetrator,  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Does  2^ 
16  schools  and  parishes  and/or  Orders,  and  Does  1 7  through  1 000  breached  their  duty  of 
care  to  all  children,  including  Plaintiffs, 

119.  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Does  2^16  schools  arrd  parishes  and/or  Orders, 
and  Does  l7lr.rou.gh  1000  negligently  used  and  managed  Defendant  Doe  schools  and 
parishes,  and  created  a  dangerous  condition  and  an  unreasonable  risk  of  harm  to  children 
by  allowing  the  Perpetrators  to  teach,  Supervise,  instruct,  care  for  and  have  custody  of 
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and/or  contact  with  young  children  at,  among  other  locations*  Defendant  Doe  schools  and 
parishes. 

1 20.  As  a  result  of  the  dangerous  conditions  created  by  Defendant  Archdiocese, 
Defendant  Does  2-1 6  schools  and  parishes  and/or  Orders,  and  Dew  17  through  1000, 
numerous  children  were  sexually  assaulted  by  the  Perpetrator, 

121 .  The  dangerous  conditions  created  by  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant  Does  Z-1 6 
schools  and  parishes  and  Orders,  and  Does  17  through  1000  were  the  proximate  cause  of 
Plaintiffs'  injuries  and  damages. 

122.  As  a  result  of  these  dangerous  conditions,  Plaintiffs  have  suffered,  and  continue  to 
suffer  great  pain  of  mind  and  body,  personal  injury,  shock,  emotional  distress,  physical 
manifestations  of  emotional  distress,  embarrassment,  loss  of  self-esteem,  disgrace, 
humiliation,  and  loss  of  enjoyment  of  life;  have  suffered  and  continue  to  suffer  spiritually, 
were  prevented  and  will  continue  to  be  prevented  from  performing  Plaintiffs'  daily  activities 
and  obtaining  the  full  enjoyment  of  life;  have  sustained  and  will  continue  to  sustain  loss  of 
earnings  and  earning  capacity;  and/or  have  incurred  and  will  continue  to  incur  expenses  for 
medical  and  psychological  treatment,  therapy,  and  counseling, 

EIGHTEENTH  n&IlfiP,  OF  ACTION 
SEXUAL  BATTERY  (Civil  Coda  $  170B.5) 
(All  Plaintiffs  Against  All  Defendants) 

123.  Plaintiffs  incorporate  all  paragraphs  of  this  Complaint  as  Sf  fully  set  forth  herein. 

124.  For  the  reasons  set  forth  in  the  incorporated  paragraphs  of  this  Complainl,  the 
sexual  abuse  of  plaintiffs  by  the  Perpetrators  arose  from,  was  incidental  to,  and  was  in  the 
course  and  scope  of  the  Perpetrators  employment  with  Defendant  Archdiocese,  Defendant 
Does  2-1 6  schools,  parishes  and  Orders,  and  Doss  1 7  through  1 000,  and  each  of  these 
Defendants  ratified  or  approved  of  that  sexual  contact. 

125.  As  a  result  of  the  above-described  conduct,  Plaintiffs  have  suffered,  and  continue 
to  suffer  great  pain  of  mind  and  body,  personal  injury,  shock,  emotional  distress,  physical 
manifestations  of  emotional  distress,  embarrassment,  loss  of  self-esteem,  disgraca, 
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*  f  rf«-  haw  suffered  and  continue  to  suffer  spiritually; 
h.  .miiiation  and  loss  of  enjoyment  of  life;  nava  surrerea  w  u 

1708.5(c), 

WHEREFORE,  PWtm.p-ays  to  damages;  in]Uno«vs  r*fc  Inters  «W 
fm*****!  pm*.  ««<»«»  tan  «■  «•>  <** 

appropriate  and  just. 

.H  lOY  DEMAND 

Plaintiff  demands  a  jury  trial  on  all  issues  so  triable. 

REDACTED 

DATEDecember  17, 2003 
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Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 


Office  of  the  3424  Los  Angeles 

Vicar  for  Canonical  Services  Wilshlre  California 

Phone:  (213)  637-7883  '  Boulevard  .  90010-2241 
Fax:  (213)637-6833 


10  December  2004 

REDACTED 


DearREDACTED 

Thank  you  for  your  letter  of  30  November,  in  which  you  set  forth  canonical  arguments 
relevant  to  the  case  involving  your  client,  Monsignor  Loomis. 

We  are  indeed  well  aware  of  the  importance  of  the  questions  and  points  you  raise.  For 
your  information,  Monsignor  Cox  and  I  will  be  in  Rome  next  week  consulting  with  the 
Congregation  for  the  Doctrine  of  the  Faith  on  these  and  related  issues,  which  have  been 
raised  by  all  the  various  cases  that  we  have  submitted  for  their  review. 

Thank  you  also  for  your  second  letter  of  the  same  date.  I  will  forward  it  t(REDA^TED 
for  his  consideration.  It  is  my  hope  that  once  Msgr.  Cox  and  I  return  from  Rome  we  will 
have  the  kind  of  information  needed  to  make  this  a  fruitful  course  of  action. 

Assuring  you  of  my  prayers  and  kind  regards  for  both  you  and  Msgr.  Loomis  as  we  near 
the  celebration  of  Our  Lord's  birth,  I  remain 

Sincerely  yours, 
REDACTED 


Copies:     Cardinal  Roger  Mahony 
REDACTED 

Msgr.  Craig  A.  Cox 


Pastoral  Regions:     Our  Lady  of  the  Angels     San  Fernando     San  Gabriel     San  Pedro     Santa  Barbara 
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REDACTED 


November  30, 2004 
REDACTED 


Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 
3424  Wilshire  Boulevard 
Los  Angeles,  California  90010 

Re:  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 


jpeaRED  ACTED 


InyourinterviewmthREDACTED  hetoldy(mtnat  he  "became  an  altar  boy  in 
the  second  grade  and  subsequently  came  to  know  Loomis".  (Interview  with  Monsignor 
Loomis,  Sept24, 2004)  ^ 

It  has  already  been  pointed  out  thalREDACTED  (born  in  1964)  would  have  been  7-8  years 
old  in  the  second  grade  and  he  would  have  been  in  the  second  grade  in  1971  He  could 
not  have  met  Loomis  at  that  time  because  Loomis  was  still  a  Brother  at  that  time  and 
remained  a  Brother  until  June  of  1972.  During  the  summer  of  1972  Loomis  did  not  work 
at  the  parish  but  tutored  daily  far  from  the  parish  until  he  went  to  the  seminary  in 
September  of  1972.  Loomis  never  trained  or  scheduled  altar  boys  at  any  time  at  Corpus 

re™  TEDFwthermore  not  a  Priest> was  not  ordained  till  1976,  so  obviously 

could  never  have  served  mass  for  him. 

REDACTED  isQ  told  you  ^  ^  Mds  ^         ^  ^  ^  redacted^ 

attention  than  other  kids".  The  "Mds  at  school"  could  not  have  even  known  Loomis  who 
was  m  the  Brotherhood  until  June  of  1972  and  thereafter  was  away  at  school  in  the 
seminary  when  the  "kinds"  themselves  were  in  school.  Loomis  never  worked  with  the 
kids  at  the  school.  It  could  not  have  been  Loomis  who  paid  more  attention  toREDACTED 
than  to  other  kids  "at  school. 

REDACTED  «    •    ,   .    -.         .  .  ,.  PFnAPTFn 

says  pnests  in  the  parish  frequently  were  guests  in  the  home. 
Loomis  was  not  a  priest,  nor  did  he  ever  go  to  th<REDACTED  l0me  at  any  time. 

All  of  this  prompted  me  to  ask  Monsignor  Loomis  who  the  assistant  priest  was  at 
Corpus  CMsJ  in  1971-  73.  beforeREDACTED   Monsignor  Loomis  informed  me  that 
ltwasREDACTED  It  can  be  inferred  that  Redacted  womhavetIaincdaad 


REDACTED 

November  30, 2004,  page  two 

J  REDACTED 

3£T*-i.   ,»  ^^^^^^^^thathewouldhavebeenknownbythe 

At^^8t^^^h^ one  1th6  ?riests  who  were 

£ S      a  *  .REDACTED  A?*»&1**"*>  details  and  make  no  accusations,  I 
am  informed  thalRED  ACTED  had  ahistory  of  questionable  behavior  with  young  men. 

T  .  REDACTED 

ht  commenting ;  on  th  and  other  allegations  you  stated  that  the  relevance  of  these 

allegations  to  theREDACTED       issues  is  that  "if  true- they  could  give  "some 
cadence"  to  ifeRt  ua,  i  t  u  N(me  rf 

h  wever,  has  been  proven"  to  be  true  and,  from  the  all  the  information  given  you  about 
tt  em,  it  seems  certain  to  me  that  all  contain  serious  credibility  questions  and  that  none  of 
ti  em  can  ever  be  proved tin  a  formal  Mai.  They  would  not  be  allowed  to  be  introduced  as 
^n"1?      f  Psna       md  would  not  Prove  either  redacted  or  ^ 

i  legations  in  a  canonical  trial,  even  if  wrongfully  introduced  as  "evidence". 

i 

F  our  essentially  different  allegations,  involving  different  situations  and  persons  of 
different  ages,  at  different  times  and  each  with  substantial  contradictory,  refutable 
evidence  and  questionable  identification  of  the  alleged  abuser,  do  not  prove  the  truth  of 
any  one  of  them.  Allegations  are  just  that,  allegations  are  not  facts  until  each  is  proven. 

Because  none  of  the  other  "material"  ("types  of  behavior")  has  been  proven  to  be  true 
they  cannot  give  "some  credence  to  the  two  allegations  of  sexual  a  abuse  of  a  minor" 
brought  against  Monsignor  Loomis  bjRED ACTED 

Finally,  you  stated  (page  8  of  the  Interview)  thaf  REDACTEDinterviewe<REDACTED  at 
the  end  of  March  and  that  she  confirmed  that  REDA^  told  her  about  the  fondling  -  that 
she  was  pretty  vague  in  terms  of  detail"  and  you  were  not  sure  "she  remembers  how  or 
whether  a  report  had  been  made  to  anyone  at  the  parish". 

V         -ii  •  -REDACTED 

You  wiU  note  mtt  investigative  report  which  I  sent  to  you,  that  Redacted 

went  tcKbUAO  I  hU        s  home  on         12  m  an  attempt  to  interview  her.  She  was 
nothomeand  writes  that  he  will"  attempt  to  contact  (her)  in  the  very  near 

fixture  He  did  so  by  te  ephoning  her  and  leaving  messages,  saying  who  he  was  and  what 
he  wantedRtospeak  with  her  about  and  asking  her  to  return  his  calls  REDACTED  did 

not  return  phone  messages,  He  filed  his  last  reportREDACTED 

interview)  on  March  19, 2004. 

To  this  information  I  add  the  following  which  you  can  substantiate.  WheiR  ED  ACTED 
redacted*6  to  SDe^^f]RED  ACTED  w^^^dagreedtophone 

 .o  ask  if  she  would  speak  t<R  ED  ACT  ED  ^  been  the 

C^"sAC^JinPfficer  Manager  at  the  relevant  time  and  was  and  is  "a  very  good  friend 
ojREDACTED        LikeREDACTED  .  is  of  the  opinion  tha^DACTED  would 

have  shared  the  information  with  her  if  it  had  occnn^"  fEDACTED)  Report  p  ten)REDACTED 


REDACTED 

November  30, 2004,  page  three 


REDACTED   1..^  REDACTED 


the 


situation' 


reply*  a  was  that  "she  didn't  want  to  have  anything  to  do  withhe 


Although  I  am  at  a  disadvantage  because  I  have  not  been  given  the  opportunity  to  see  the 
REDACTED       iterview  itself  I  wish  to  make  the  following  observations  about  its 
substance  as  you  have  given  it  in  the  September  24  Interview  with  Monsignor  Loomis 
(pa;je8).  °^ 


On 
suspicion 


their  faceR  ED  ACTED  statements  (which  are  not  sworn  under  oath)  raise 

iicion  about  their  accuracy  and  veracity.  They  do  not  seem  credible.. 

A  tcn-year-old  boy  telling  his  mother  and  father  that  he  has  been  sexually  fondled  by 
son  leone  at  the  parish  where  Ihe  parents  were  active  in  the  parish,  knew  the  priests  there 
wel  I,  frequently  having  them  to  their  home  as  quests,  is  not  an  everyday  occurrence  It  is 
one  which  parents  would  take  seriously  and  do  something  about,  not  only  to  stop  the 
alleged  abuser  but  also  to  assist  the  boy  in  dealing  with  the  experience.  She  does  not 
remember  whether  she  reported  the  incident  to  anyone.  It  is  hard  to  believe  that  she 
could  "forget"  such  a  reporting  whiclREDACTED  she  ^  ier  husband 

made  to  him.  Such  an  episode  is  not  one  that  would  be  taken  lightly  and  forgotten  If  a 
ten-year-old  boy  fell  off  a  bike  and  fractured  his  skull,  a  mother  would  always  remember 
that  and  every  detail  of  the  incident,  the  hospitalization  and  the  recovery.  In  a  matter  so 
senous  as  the  sexual  abuse  of  her  young  son,  however,  this  mother's  memory  is  "vague" 
about  everything  "except  to  confirm  thatREDACTEDtold  her       me  fondlillg»  lt  ig  not 
credible  that  she  does  not  remember  any  of  the  details  or  what  she  did  about  it.  It  is 
indeed  suspicious  and  not  credible.  She  has  no  independent  knowledge  of  this 
extraordinary  alleged  incident  or  its  aftermath. REDACTED  simply  repeats  what  her 
son  says  he  toldhCTtttrty  plus  years  ago,  things  he  probably  told  her  in  his  conversation 
asking  her  tosee 

Why wouKREDACTED    tell  a close  Mend^DACTED   ^  ^  ^  ^  ^  ^ 

involved  in  the  matter,  refuse  to^cTf^iewed  bj  and  a  week  or  so  later,  after  a 

phone  call  fromREDACTEDtalk  tc 


REDACTED 


REDACTElDervifw  of  Momi8nor  Loomis  on  September  24, 2004 1  asked  whethei" 

aid  that  the  abuser  was  a  priest  or  a  seminarian  (Interview  of  Sept.  28,  page 
8)  and  you  simply  replied  that  "What  she  says  is  that  it  was  Loomis."  The  question, 
however,  is  not  answered  and  is  vital  to  the  exact  identification  of  the  alleged  abuser  If 
she  can  identify  Loomis  as  the  persorREDACTED  allegedly  told  her  was  his  abuser  she 
certainly  would  have  known  whether  or  not  he  was  a  priest.  After  all  she  was  "very 
active  in  the  parish".  What  exactly  didREDACTED  say  to  her?  Did  he  use  the  name  Loomis? 
Did  she  know  who  Loomis  was  at  the  time?  DicREDACTEDtell  her  it  was  a  priest  who 
abused  him?  If  not,  did  he  say  the  name  Loomis?  If  so,  did  she  know  to  whom  he  was 
referring?  How  did  she  know  Loomis?  Did  she  tellRE  DACTE  D        told  her  then 


REDACTED 


.  November  30, 2004,  page  four. 


w^iTk  ™-he  le^ember  ms  name  ot  m  her  **  P«t  it  into  her  head  when 

he called  her -to  say         would  be  calling?  I  am  concerned  about  the  information  given 
RFTTAPTFrT  ^ndent  memory  is  explored  and  tested.  Loomis  never  knew 

school         '       ^  Went  to  her  home> never  wori£ed  at  the 

REDACTED     ^  no  details  of  such  a  serious  abuse  of  her  little  boy.  She  does  not  sav 
(and  perhaps  was  never  asked)  when  told  her?,  was  her  husband  there?,  wnat 

were  the  circumstances  o1REDACTEDteilmg  mem?)  where  ^redacted  ft  ^  '  ^ 
more  than  once?,  how  often?,  exactly  what  happened?,  if  redacted}^  know  or    ' ' 

rSSh?  th!fT'lna?f'  ^  he  deSCribe  him  **  ^  how  he  met did  Mrs. 

tand  her  husband  know  the  abuser  named  or  described  byREDACTED>  if  they 
knew  him,  how  and  when  did  they  come  to  know  him?,  what  was  REDACTEDdemeanor 
when  he  told  Jem?  what  waREDACTED     ,  and  her  husbands  reaction  to  what  he 
*  f^^l  telktUMO '         1»  told  them?,  what  discussion  did  Mr.  And 

£   J       ^W  abo«t  the  matter?,  what  did  they  decide  to  do  about  it,  if 

anything?,  what  did  they  do  about  it?,  did  they  tell  anybody  about  the  incident'?  who? 
when?,  what  response  did  each  person  they  told  give  them?,  did  she  or  her  husband  ever 

attentionto  ?'™rA^l  at  home?,  for  hanging  around  the  school  so  as 

to  raise  concern  ^Redacted  md  omer  cMdren?j  tf  ^  m  ^  ^  ^ 

other  parents?,  who  ?,  when  ?,  who  was  this  man?,  did  they  report  bis  conduct  to 
anyone?,  to  whom?,  when?,  what  was  the  result  of  their  complaint?. 

REDACTED 

redacted"1       ef  u      te      t0  ^m??fer  ^       Ms  of  such  an  event.  But 
redacted         really  says  only  that  told  her  he  was  "fondled"  by  Loomis.  She 

states  nothing  more  than  waREDACTED  ^  ^  told  her  ^  Mj}  phone  ^ 

REDACTED  .REDACTED 

.-  _  ma  vanous  statements  conceniing  meir  mdividual  allegations 

against  Loomis  are  contradictory  and  their  credibility  highly  questionableREDACTED 
actually  perjured  himself  when  he  stated  one  version  of  the  alleged  abuse  under  oath  in 
^  Mediation  Questionnaire  and  then  contradicted  that  version  is  his  interview  with 


I  write  all  this  because,  given  the  questionable  credibility  of  the  accusers  themselves  and 
the  lack  of  any  truly  supporting  evidence  for  either  of  their  allegations,  I  believe  that 
there  is  no  evidence  in  either  case  by  which  any  ecclesiastical  court  could  ever  find  with 
^IfiS^l6^1  is'  <Jrfit?de  wWch  excludes  every  reasonable  doubt  ("che  esclude 
RE D ACTED  lle"  "  Pius  ^  ^  Richard  Loomis  sexually  abused  either 

0n  ^  contrary,  although  Monsignor  Loomis  is  not  obliged  to 
disprove  anything,  his  under-oath  denial  of  both  allegations  is  supported  by  much 
information  which  you  have  been  given. 


REDACTED 

November  30, 2004,  page  five. 

to  the  interest  of  justice  I  respectfully  ask  that  the  entire  matter  be  reevaluated  by  the 
Cardmal  and  his  review  board.  Even  were  this  case  governed  by  Canons  1717  and  1718 
ofthe  Code  ofCanon  Law  and  the  Essential  Norms,  which  it  is  not,  (see  enclosed  letter 
to  you  also  dated  November  30, 2004)  the  criteria  of  neilher  would  be  met  for  taking  any 
action  against  Monsignor  Loomis. 

Essential  Norm  6  requires  the  Congregation  for  the  Doctrine  ofthe  Faith  to  be  notified 
of  a  case  When  (after  investigation)  there  is  sufficient  evidence  that  sexual  abuse  of  a 
rninor  has  occurred;'  -  not  ''might  have  occurred"  I  respectfully  submit  that  there  is  not 
such  evidence  m  this  case. 

Presupposing  that  the  investigation  of  Canon  1717has  been  completed  and  that  the  fact 
of  the  abuse,  not  its  possibility  or  even  its  probability,  and  its  instability  to  the  accused 
has  been  established,  Canon  1718  obliges  the  Ordinary  to  decide  whether  a  process  for 
mflictmg  or  declaring  a  penalty  should  be  started.That  decision  can  only  be  made  when  a 
debet  has  already  been  proven  to  have  been  committed.  No  delict  in  this  case  has  been 
proved.  In  fact,  this  case  does  not  even  involve  a  "delict"  governed  by  Canon  Law 
Sacramentorum  Santitatis  Tutela  or  the  Essential  Norms. 

From  all  the  material  I  have  reviewed  and  am  aware  of  in  this  case,  I  believe  that  justice 
requires  that  Monsignor  Loomis  be  removed  from  "administrative  leave"  and  restored  to 
active  ministry. 


Respectfully  and  sincerelv  vours. 
REDACTED 


Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 


cc:  His  Eminence  Roeer  Carclinal  Mahonv 
REDACTED  ' 

monsignor  oraig  A.  (Jox,  J.C.D. 
Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 


REDACTED 


REDACTED  November  30, 2004 


Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 
3424  Wasbire  Boulevard 
Los  Angeles,  California  90010 


Re:  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 


Your  Eminence: 


OBJECTIONS  TO  ANY  CANONICAL  ACTION  BEING  TAKEN 
AGAINST  MONSIGNOR  LOOMIS  PURSUANT  TO  CANON  1717 
OF  THE  CODE  OF  CANON  LAW,  SACRAMENTORUM  SANCTLTATIS 
TUTELA  OR  THE  ESSENTIAL  NORMS  FOR  DIOCESAN/EPARCHIAL 
POLICIES  DEALING  WITH  ALLEGATIONS  OF  SEXUAL  ABUSE  OF 
MINORS  BY  PRIESTS  OR  DEACONS. 


"Ecclesiastical  laws  are  to  be  understood  in  accord  with  the  proper  meaning 
of  the  words  considered  in  their  text  and  context"  ("secundum  propriam  verborum 
signification  in  textu  et  contextu  consideratam")  Canon  17. 

"  Laws  which  establish  a  penalty  or  restrict  the  free  exercise  of  rights.,  .are 
subject  to  a  strict  mterpretation".  Canon  18. 

1.  jbREDA^TED  allegations  of  sexual  abuse  of  a  minor  are  not  allegations 

of  a  delict  ("delicto"^  as  defined  in  Canon  1395f21 

Canon  1395(2)  reads:  "If  a  cleric  has  committed  an  offense  against  the  sixth 
commandment ...  with  arninor...  the  cleric  is  to  be  punished  with  just  penalties...  if  the 
case  warrants  it". 

•        T        •  REDACTED 

Monsignor  Loomis  was  not  a  cleric  at  the  time  the  events  of  tb 
allegation  are  said  to  have  occurred.  He  was  a  Brother  of  St  Patrick,  a  Lay  Community 
of  Pontifical  Right. 

Monsignor  Loomis  was  not  a  cleric  at  the  time  the  events  of  theREDA°TED 
allegation  are  said  to  have  occurred.  He  was  a  seminarian  studying  for  the  Archdiocese 
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of  Los  Angeles. 

He  cannot,  therefore  be  guilty  of  a  1395  (2)  canonical  delict. 

0    rp,  REDACTED  „  . 

z'   —  allegations  do  not  give  the  Ordinary  information  of  a 

delict  ("de  delicto")  having  been  committed  and  therefore  do  not  come  under  the 
provisions  of  Canons  1717  and  1718. 

Canon  1 717  requires  an  Ordinary  to  initiate  an  investigation  only  when  he  has 
information  that  a  "delict"  has  been  committed.  "Quoties  Ordinarium  notitiam. . .  habet 
de  delicto..." 

In  this  case  the  Ordinary  has  not  only  no  information  that  a  "delict"  has  been 
committed  but  has  irrefutable  proof  showing  that  the  allegations,  even  were  they  true, 
would  not  and  do  not  constitute  a  delict  Therefore,  any  decree  initiating  an  investigation 
of  these  allegations  citing  the  authority  of  Canon  1717  would  be  invalid  as  a  matter  of 
law. 


REDACTED 


3.   Neither  the  ngrti«REDACTED  allegations  are  allegations  of  a  delict 

reserved  to  the  Congregation  for  the  Doctrine  of  the  Faith. 

"Reservatio  Congregationi  pro  Doctrina  Fidei  extenditur  quoque  ad  delictum 
contra  sextum  Decalogi  praeceptum  cum  minore  intra  aetatem  duodeviginti  annorum 
a  clerico  comrmssum".  Sacramentorum  Sanctitatis  Tutela,  Pars  Prima,  Art.  4,  para.  1. 

The  two  allegations  in  this  case  are  not  alleged  to  have  been  committed  by  a 

cleric. 


4-   There  is  no  provision  in  law  authorizing  a  judicial  process  for  "non-delicts'  such  as 
are  alleged  in  this  case. 

Only  grave  delicts  reserved  to  the  Congregations  for  the  Doctrine  of  the  Faith 
must  be  tried  in  a  judicial  process.  "Delicta  graviora  Congregationi  pro  Doctrina  Fidei 
reservata,  nonnisi  in  processu  judiciali  presequenda  swat". Sacramentorum  Sanctiatis 
Tutela,  Pars  Altera,  Titulus  I,  Art.  17. 

The  subject  matters  of  this  case  are  not  "grave  delicts  reserved  to  the 
Congregation  for  the  Doctrine  of  the  Faith.  They  are  not  canonical  crimes  which  can  be 
tried  in  a  formal  canonical  trial  (a  "judicial  process").  Alleged  "violations  of  the  sixth 
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commandment"  without  more,  are  not  "delicts",  canonical  crimes,  subject  to  penal 
canonical  procedures  and  canonical  penal  sanctions. 


5-    Monsienor  Loomis'  case  does  not  fall  under  the  Provision  of  the  Essential  Norms 
For  Diocesan/Evarchial  Policies  Dealing  with  Allegations  of  Sexual  Ahum  nf 
Minors  by  Priests  and  Deacons. 

The  truth  of  this  proposition  is  evident  from  the  very  title  of  the  Essential 
Norms.  These  Norms  deal  with  "  allegations  of  sexual  abuse  of  rninors  by  priests  or 
deacons".  Monsignor  Loomis  was  neither  a  priest  nor  a  deacon  at  the  time  the  alleged 
sexual  abuses  of  minors  was  said  to  have  been  committed. 

Norm  6  specifically  states  "When  an  allegation  of  sexual  abuse  of  a  rninor  bva 
priest  or  deacon  is  received  a  i»reliminary  investigation  in  harmony  with  Canon  Law  will 
be  initiated.. .".  redacted  £1^^         i^mis  is  not  an  allegation  of  the  sexual 
abuse  of  a  minor  perpetrated  by  either  a  priest  or  a  deacon. .  Similarly, REDACTED 
allegation  against  Loomis  is  not  an  allegation  of  the  sexual  abuse  of  a  minor  perpetrated 
by  either  a  priest  or  a  deacon. 

There  was  thus  no  authority ,  under  Norm  6  of  the  Essential  Norms  to 
commence  an  investigation  into  these  allegations  of  thirty  year  old  non-delicts,  non- 
canonical  crimes. 


6-  Because  this  case  does  not  deal  with  a  canonical  crime  or  delict  anv  request  for  a 
dispensation  from  canonical  preoption  is  moot. 

On  November  7, 2002 ,  The  Holy  Father  granted  the  Congregation  for  the 
doctrine  of  the  Faith  the  faculty  to  derogate  from  the  prescription  treated  in  Article  5, 
Part  One  of  Sacramentorum  Sanctitatis  Tutela. 

Article  5  reads  "Actio  criminalis  de  delictis  CnngegratimW  r™  rv,rtrinn  Fidei 
reservatis  prescriptione  extinguitur  decennio". 

Prescription  is  a  non-issue  in  this  case  because  the  allegations  are  not 
accusations  of  reserved  delicts  or  canonical  crimes.  Even  if  there  were  some  other 
canonical  prescription  for  these  non-delicts,  the  Congregation  would  not  have  the  powei 
to  derogate  from  that  prescription.  It  has  only  the  power  to  derogate  from  prescription 
attaching  to  canonical  "criminal  acts  of  delicts  reserved  to  itself 


REDACTED 

,  Objection  to  Any  Canonical  Action 
Nov.  30, 2004,  page  four. 


Conclusion 

Monsignor  Loomis  has  not  been  charged  with  a  canonical  crime,  a  grave  delict. 
Therefore,  there  is  not  and  there  never  has  been,  any  legal  basis  for  initiating  any 
canonical  penal  procedure,  judicial  or  a<taiimstrative,  against  him,  including  the 
initiation  of  the  investigation  of  Canon  1717,  the  first  Canon  in  Part  IV,  PENAL 
PROCEDURE  of  the  Code  of  Canon  Law.  There  is  no  justification  in  the  Code  of  Canon 
Law,  nor  in  Sacramentorum  Sanctitatis  Tutela  nor  in  the  Essential  Norms  for  subjecting 
Monsignor  Loomis  to  the  penal  canonical  process  which  has  been  initiated  against  him. 
Justice  and  Monsignor  Loomis'  canonical  rights  dictate  that  the  penal  process  initiated 
against  him  contrary  to  the  provisions  of  canon  law  should  be  immediately  set  aside  and 
all  damage  done  to  him  thereby  be  repaired  to  the  extent  that  it  can. 


Respectfully  submitted. 
REDACTED 


Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 


cc:  His  Eminence  Roger  Cardinal  Mahony 
REDACTED 

Monsignor  Craig  A.  Cox,  J.C.D. 
Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 
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November  13,2004 

REDACTED 


Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 
3424  Wilshire  Boulevard 
Los  Angeles,  California  90010 


Re:  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 

^  REDACTED 

Dei 

For  your  and  the  Cardinal's  information,  I  am  enclosing  herein  a  copy  of  the 
investigative  report  of  REDACTED  a  private  investigator  who  conducted  his 

investigation  for^E^TIE  ,  Monsignor  Loomis'  civil  attorney  in  -£h(REDACTED 

civil  action..  The  report  dated  March  15, 2004,  consists  of  twelve  pages  plus  an 
additional  page  dated  March  19, 2004  which  deals  witlR  ED  ACTED  subsequent 
interview  ofREDACTED  The  report  reflects REDACTED  s  interviews  with 

nine  people. 


Verv  tnilv  vonrs. 
REDACTED 


Monsignor  Richard  Loomis. 
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REDACTED 
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REDACTED 


Attn:  REDACTED 

Re:  Richard  A.  Loomis 
DearREDACTED 


SaluaSd  tL  I  ^ructions,  after  having  reviewed  and 
evaluated  the  various  reports  related  to  this  matter,  and  having 
a  strategxc  consultation  with  the  client,  I.  initiated  rav 
investigation  into  this  case.  initiated  ray 

REIDACTSEDPr°Iided1-additioiia:L  ^formation  and  photographs  byREDACTED 
aTd  variol.%       n"'S  f5^-^1^    regarding   additional  names 
to  J974  9  baCk  t0  '  ^  t±me  Peri°d  in  *"«t±on 

On    March    9,     2004,     I    responded    to  REDACTED 

Inglewood,  and  contacted  the  REDACTED  pastor 

bee*   irL^T1!,  Ch^*ostom  Catholic   Church.      An   appointment  had 

S    li^SL      ■?>,         WeSk  Pr±0r  f°r  thS  of  conducting 

^tS^T ieW,uWlth  REDACTED  On   my    arrival,    I  again 

advised  him  that   I  am  conaucting  my  investigation  on  behalf  of 

ppnl^n  RiChard  L°°mis-    th^h  his  -ttorley, REDACTED 

1  tu  stated  •  that    he    understood,    and  he 

i.=aui±y  agreed  to  ..being  interviewed. 

REDACTED 

.     m,  related   that    he   recalled   Richard   Loomis,  when 

Loomis  was  a  seminarian.  He  stated  that  he  recalled  a  time  in 
RE?ACTESD^erwh°efn  «T£  ed  Ricbard  Loomis  and  REDACTED 

„     *ot*    of    them    were    seminarians,     cleaning  bird 

tS2  he  3nf  h  •  t  IT"  °f  COrpUS  Christi  Church-  He  recalled 
T^,^  aJdREnACTED3p0ther  WSre  bicycle  ^ding  when  they  observed 
Loomis   and  REDACTED.   on   scaf foldi       and  Qn        hydrauli *   U£  S™ 

was  m  front  of  the  church.     To  the  best  of    hiV  recollection  he 
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and  his  brother  stopped,  very  briefly,  and  said  hello  to  the  two 
seminarians,   then  continued  on  their  way. 

REP^5TED   ,    •         stated    that    he    recalled    that    there    were  no 

children     loitering     around     the     church     at  •  that  time,  ""and 

furthermore,  tnat  it~ould  probably  have  been  hazardous  to  do  so 
™e  of  the  equipment   being    ULllized-  by -Loomis   and'  REDACTED 

KbUACIbU  again  thought,    to  the  best  of  his.  recollection, 

that  this  was  in  the  summer  of  1973,  not  1974. 

F\ED^CTED  continued  by  relating  that   it   was   his  family's 

tradition  to  school  the  children  of  theREDACTED  family  up  to  the 
sixth   grade    in   catholic    school   after  which   time,    the  children 

^  RFnAf^Frf1  "  thS  PUbUc  SCh°o1  system-  When  1  asked  him 
why,  .REDACTED  advised    that    at    that    time,     the  Pacific 

Palisades     public     schools     enjoyed     a     very     good  scholastic 

reputation        He    h^i-^  because   of    this   he   really  had  no 

recall  of  REDACTED  or  of  REDACTED  ,  activities. 

REDIAcTtDskedREDACTED  if  he  was  familiar  with  the  name  of  REDACTED 

.   -  r2  rePlied  m  the  affirmative.     I  asked  him  if  REDACTED 

lived  with  him  and  his   family,    and  he  quizzically  looked  at  me 
and  replied  emphatically,    «No."     I  asked  him. if  he  was  sure,  and 
REDACTEDPlied  hthat  at  no  time  didREDACTED    ever  reside  at'  the 
home.     He  stated  that  he  knew  that  REDACTED  was  the 
limousine  driver  for  REDACTED  from  the  REDACTED 

and  that  he  was  a  family  friend. 

REDACTED  said  that  on  a  few  occasionS;  redacted  took 

Se    ^oniahf^h^  t0  ***  ***  °n  °ne_  ^casion,  the 

DcnA<--rcn  Show  '    starring    Johnny   Carson.       I    asked  REDACTED 

RS™T1?        a,  ever'  at  any  ^me,  molested  or  attempted  to 

molest  him  and/or  his  brother.  He  stated  emphatically,  «L  not 
ar  any  time  "  I  .asked  him  if  REDACTED  was  ever  suggestive  or 
made  anv  wilaar  remarks     <=><ST>»r.-i  =,n ,,-        -  -,  ^3cBLivef  or 

REDACTED  l^^^^Zlt?l£.  and  again 

famSf  handREVcTEDe  °f  **?  relafcionshiP  between  himself,  his 
ramily,     and  KbUAU  I  bu         and    he    said  thatREDACTED 

disappeared    suddenly       '  I    a<=v^    v,-im  v  *    .   • 

whprpshfflii-a  nfRFnArrpn         asked    him    if    he    questioned  the 
whereabouts  of  REDACTED   and  he  said  that  he  really  did  not  He 
reminded  me  that  he  was  a  young  boy,  and  questioning^?^ 
absence   never   entered   his   young  mind       At   tin*   Mm-     r   ~T  I 
REDACTED  it  he  had  heLd  If  ™  impr^tlM ^^aSS"- 
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.       ,    .  RFDAOTED 

lnvolxKtas-  REDACTED  ,  , 

h^ZdlZl  '  replied   by   saying   that  ha 

,  ,  .  -    was   around  the   time   period  of  197^  - 

f  ii  £  a  LOOTED  "  ^  alMSt 
to  to  h^LTabout  REDACTEr^0  f  VeDACTED*^ 

stated    tnat    he    recalled    that  DcnAncn  KtUAU  bU 

REDACTED       home   on   one    /H  ^"REDACTED  dia    come    to  the 

father  ppnlrTPn  occasion,    seeking   to   speak   with  his 

thfS£i?^S™  DACTED    urgentlya:d  l asked  ^3 if  he 

was  only  twe^^Irteen  years  of '  agf  and^wfs  not  ^ 
about  it      hp  oairi  <->,-,<-  u      ■rcaj-i=  OJ-  aye,   ana  ne  was  not  curious 

was  concerned  about  it     ^  reraerab-ed  the  visit,  but  never 

I   advised  REDACTED  h1_a.      .  .  ,     :  ^ 

/  .  that   at   the   cime   of   the  allpfrat-inn 

(sometime    m    1974    accordina    ho  DcnApjpn  L     7??  ' 

PFDAr.TFn    n^fa^H  REDACTED  ^  '    Mr"    ^  Mrs  ■ 

REDACTED  mcunoicu  U(  who  wag  the  asgistant  fcQ 

m  i     -  .  ■  Mr-      and.    Mrs.  RFDAf.TED       related  the 

molestations  of  their  son,  REDACTED  ,    by  Jo  men  Tht 

REmcS^T™^^  alieged  ^-tations'  were  stated"  to  be 
REDACTED  the  chauffer  for  REDACTED  .  ' ,  _  co  ,De 

who  was  a  seminarian  at  the  time..  I  told'  R^CTED*"*  Loo£": 
Mr.  and  Mrs.  REDACTED  told  REDACTED  that  Richard  mo™=  ?5 
fondled   or  aroped   their   son   REDACTED  ^°°mS  had 

REDACTED  now  re d acted  "\o  redacted         SM  ^ 

JS^Si  ^ir'    _in^!tS3_  that    !*■   REDACTED  told  Dotson 


(-v.-,*-  .      .  ,  w**^.*.    u«c    Kcuftoicu  tola  Dotson 

coJcerS  "aWp?  ^frTtS  °f  b°yS  in  COrpUS  Christi  School 

time  "       REDACTED  L°0miS     ********  kids    a11  the 

time.     ^REDACTED  was    outwardl      astounded    to    hear  the 

Sr^timT  1  ™  *******  to  *»  said  that  this  Ts  tie 

Zt  J\  *  %  W3S  informed  ab°"t  the  allegations, •  and  he  said 
spread^hf  Lfmily'  °*  fr°m  *aliB.'des  would  havS 

Ste  (197?)       0rmatl0n  at  some  PQi°t  in  time  since  the  occurrence 

REDACTED 

^  *     ■•,  provided  me  information  about  the  characteristics 

family  life  in  Pacific  Palisades,  which  is  no  secret  accordina 
to  him  He  described  the  -"Palisades"  as  a  "Peyto* Place"  wheS 
everybody  knows  everybody  else's  business  all  tL  time  °  He  s"S 

REDACTED3    ITo^  ^    ^   9°SSiP   ^™ils .  REDACTED 

°1  thS  °Plnion  that  if  the  allegations  were  factual 
someone,  somewhere,  would"  have  known  about  it,     and  it  would  have 
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dShSSfWithin         1SSt  tMrty  (30)  YearS-     HS  -book  hia  head  in 

I  then  asked  REDACTED  what   action/s  he  would  have  fcaken 

3^S?pn  SamS  scenario  involvingREDACTED  andREDACTED 
redacted  He  stated  without  hesitation,   that  he  would  have 

xmmedxately  notxfied  his  superior  of  the  received  information  and 
definitely  not  attempt  to' handle  it  himself.     I  asked  him  if  he 

tZl  lS  ^  f atSd  baCk  in  1973"74  as  wel1  as  at  the  present 

time,    and  he  replied,    "Exactly  the  same  then  as  now."      I  asked 

him  if  he  would  have  attempted  to  contact  Richard  Loomis  and 
advise  him  of  the  allegations,  so  as  to  afford  him  (Loomis)  an 
opportunity  to  defend  himself  of  the  accusations  against  him  or 
have  all  the  parties  involved  discuss  the  matter.  He  said  that 
he  would  definitely  have  contacted  Richard  Loomis,  advise  him  of 
the  very  serious  allegations,  and  give  him  a  chance  to  defend 
nimselr . 


REDACTED 


I  advised  REDACTED  thatREDACTED  al<3r,  hnl. 

PFnAnpn  ,    ,  axiso  coxa 

that  he  REDACTED   "pretty  much"  ran  the  parish  as  the 


RPa^or,  REDACTED  was    gone    much    of    ^  t±me_ 

since  REDACTED  vervtuch'  ^ 

hK=  x.         „  .  y  much  in  control  xn  the  running  of 

the    parish.        He    reiterated    that  REDACTED  was"  very 

involved  m  the  matters  of  the. parish. 

in   ^elusion,  RE°™  provided  me   contact  information 

for  his  father,  REDACTED  Mn  brother  REDACTED  and 

? 1  s  .s  1    ^Sacted  E D ACT E D  He  advised  me  that  J£ 

rea^o  RFDAPTFn  ^  W"ter  ^  t0  Provide  formation 
regarding   REDACTED  as   could  h±s   sister,  REDACTED  He 

also  welcomes  ruture  contact  if  necessary. 

On  the  following  day,   March  10,    2004,    I  responded  toREDACTED 

RtuA^STP^,  v,.  and  conducted  interviews  witn REDACTED 

and  his  wxfe,  REDACTED      .     i  advised  them  that  I  am  a  Private 

oT^nn^'  a.nd,th^  1  am  conductin9  *Y  investigation  on  behalf 
D°^A^onsi9Ilor    Richard    Loomis    through   his    attorney,  REDACTED  t 

IZ  lf  The  k°th.statea  that  they  understood  my  representation, 
and  they  readily  agreed  to  being  interviewed. 

I  advised  —  and  REDACTED  of  the  natU3re  of  the  alIegatioM 
pendxng  agaxnst  Monsignor  Loomis,  telling  them  that  the 
xncxdent/s  were  reported  to  have  happened  in  the  summer  of  1973 
or  1974.     I  related    to    them  that  REDACTED  alleged  that 
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Richard    Loomis    had    sexually    molested    him.  REDACTED 
immediately,    without   hesitation,    stated,    "No!       I   don't  believe 
redacted     UThe  allegations  are  not  true."     Almost  spontaneously,  Mr. 

stated  the  he  was   totally  unaware   of   any  such  allegations 
until  I  told  them.  REDACTED  were  in  total  disbelief, 

and  again,  both  ■  of  them  said  that  that  did  not  believe  in  the 
validity  of  the  allegations.  I  asked  them  if,  at  any  time,  they 
had  heard  any  rumors  regarding  the  subject  matter  that  we  were 
discussing,  and  they  both  replied  in  the  negative. 

REDACTED    advised  me  that   she  and  REDACTED  are  best 

friends,  and  have-  been  so  over  the  years.  She  said  that  if 
anything  happened  to  REDACTED  or  any  of  the  REDACTED 

REDACTED  i  she  would  have  been  the  first  person  to  know,  saying 
that  REDACTED  would  have  confided  in  her. 

REDACTED       ^  both  advised  me  that  anything  that  occurs  in 

Pacific  Palisades  is  always  scattered  about  by  gossip,  and 
something  of  this  magnitude  would  certainly  have  come  to  light 
over  the  thirty  (3  0)  year  span  of  time.  They  both  said  that  they 
never  heard  an  utterance  of  the  allegations  from  anyone.  As  we 
spoke,  they  both  remained  visibly  stunned. and  beside  themselves. 

REDACTED     described  Mg  observations  of  REDACTED  as  a 

child  as  being  hyper-active,   or  at  least  overly-active.  REDACTED 
cited  one  specific  such  observation  when  he  redacted  was  j_n  charge 
of  approximately  thirty   (30)    children,   and  the  only  one  who  was 
difficult  to  control  was  REDACTED  He  said  that  he  had 

to  constantly  askREDACTED    to  settle  down  and  behave.  REDACTED 
agreed  that  she  has  always  observed REDACTED  to  be  over- 

active. REDACTED    a  then  said  that  if  anything  of  this  nat  :ure  ever 
happened,REDACTED    wouid  be  the_fifsF^one_to3eii  everybody  abort: 
n    he   didn't    tell, ""and   his   mother   was  smare~oT—±trr'sh.e 

REDACTED   ^Ifould  have  made  a  major  isstte— oafe-p-f— irgTT — TBSy* 

both  agreed  that  something  of  this  nature  could  not  possibly  have 
been  kept  secret .to  the  present   time.   Both  REDACTED 
described  KtUAU  I  tu  as  being  very  exLiuvcixcu  wnen  ne  was 

a  child,  and  therefore,  both  were  of  the  opinion  that  he  would  be 
the  least  likely  target  of  a  sexual  molestation.  They  both  said 
that  he  appeared  to  want  to  be  the  center  of  attention. 

I  then  asked  REDACTED  which  priest  they  observed  to  be 

in  charge  of  Corpus  Christi  .parish  '  in  1973-74,  and  they  both-, 
stated    emphatically    that  REDACTED  was    absolutely  in 
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charge,  and  he  made  all  the  decisions  regarding  the  parish  I 
asked  them  if  they    ever  considered REDACTED  i  to  be  obviously 

in  charge  of  the  parish  because  REDACTED  was  absent  from 

the  parish  so  much  of  the  time,   and  they  both  said,    "No."  REDACTED 
redacted    stated   that   he   recalled   that  REDACTED  wanted  the 

parishioners  to  sit  in  the  front,  pews,  and  he  ordered  REDACTED  to 
rope  off  the  rear  pewsi,  thus  forcing  the  parishioners  to  be  more 
forwardly  seated.  ^dacted__._  said  that  that  was  the  type  of 
control    thatREDACTED  ^    ^    M    ^  q± 

making;    decisions    were    made    by  REDACTED  They  both 

agreed  thatREDACTED  .was  active  in  the  ministry,  but  they 
never  considered  him  in  charge.  Also,  they  both  described  him  as 
a  »whmer."  REDACTED  .  described  both  Dotson  and  Loomis  as 
being  "imperious . " 

REDACTED    0*"s<*'ed  that  he  recalled  a  time  when  Richard  Loomis  and 
.    (both  seminarians  at   the  time)    were  on  a  break 
from  the   seminary,    and  they  were  washing  the   front  portion  of 
Corpus  Christi  Church  in. order  to  remove  a  considerable  amount  of 

_bird  droppings  which  had  accumulated  there.     He  said  that  Loomis 
andREDACTED  were  placing  scaffoldings  around,   and  they  may  have  " 
had  a  J^graulig  lift  there  as  well,   redacted  said  that  he  did  not' 
recall  any  children  loitering  at  the  church,    and  doing  so'" would" 
nave    created    a    hazard       He    did   not    recall    the    exact  year 
however,   he  believes  it  was  around  1973  or  1974.      He  also  said 
that  he  directed  Loomis  andREDACTED    as  to  the  type  of  chemicals 
to  utilize  to  affect  their  chore.     He  said  that  DPnAPTFD 

rSacteST    t?ed  t0    coordinate    «>*    supervise    Loomis  and 

redacted  for  the  task_    He  thatREDACTED       did  not. 

R^DACT.ED  advised  me  that   I   should  contact  additional 

individuals  who  were  actively  involved  in  the  parish  during  the 
years  m  question  -  certain  residents  of  Pacific  Palisades  at  the 
time,  those  having  children  in  the  parish  school  at  the  .time    or  ' 
those  connected  in  some  way  to  the  church  and  school . 

They  provided  me  with  the  names,  addresses,  and  telephone  numbers 
°frT^veral   Persons  •  who   knew,  or    in   some    way,    had   knowledge  of 

REDACTED  ^  RFnAHTFr)  _.  — —a^-  wj. 

and  theRtuAcibu  These  include  two 

(2 )    nuns,    a    former    teacher/coach,     the    school    Office  Manaaer 
Pacific  Palisades    neighbors  of  th<REDACTED  ^    the  parish' 
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Office  Manager.    Again,  REDACTED  stat6(i        h  fli  J 

believe    th*»    »  n       t- -,■  seated  that  they  do  not 

CiiBve    zae    allegations    of  RFRACTFr)  t  ^     j  . 

Monsignor   Loomis      and   «  •  .  lodged  against 

=  n      ^  ,  B'    ajia  as    fa^r  as   motivational    reasons   for  t-v,= 

£r-rr  " is  °°dv  7  s"™ 

KtUAU  I  tU  Again,  MrsREDACTED-itIted  that' 

if  thx*  uxu  happen,  she  is  posITIve  thatRFnArTFn  w™nS 
have  shared  the  fant^  ui+i!   ' — KbUAU  I  tU  would 

someone  else  ^ta'te?  tta't  ^S^*0"^ 

thatGTh/r°blemS'-  an<3  that  REDACTED  'l  said  for"  ye^ 

2S«  „        ^   9°lng   t0   divorce   her   husband.      rfdactfd  7!f!! 
aavxsed  me  that  REDACTED  REDACTED 
REDACTED  T>.-i=    «^„n    j  -a 

REDACTED  '  .  T1US  concluded  my  interview  with  Mr.  and 

°nnAr^ch  2004 <     I     telephonically    contacted  REDACTED 

REDACTED        she    said   thsh    aK  '   rT^9*     ^     attorney  .REDACTED 

agreed  to  beLg  interviewed     ^"tood  my  involvement,    and  she 

I   asked  REDACTED  if   she   had   ever,    at   any  time  heard 

LooSr  °L  "  8eXUai  Station  by  a  -then  seminarian Richard 
hlTLaJ  \*lS*°nded  in  thS  neSative.  I  then  asked  her  if  she 
had    heard    that    a    student    named  REDACTED  had  been 

SedREDA^3"6"  ^  a7T-      ^   rSPlied   in  the  negate. 
££2^    Richard"  itir  ST  ^f™^ 

SfpSst/ aessridedthtat  T  no^e'of 

cfaurc^/s^o S  Parifh  3t  that  time'   nor  a*Y  of  the 

cnurch/ school    staff,     ever    mentioned    any    such    thinq    to  her 

to    hav  fatSd  ^  fr°m  the  time7  that  thin ,£?  indicted 

to    have    occurred    to    the   present  .time,    no    one    has    ever  said 

„n  =j?  J  .  .  REDACTED  •    Stated    that    she  iet 

glad  to  assist  with  her  statement  as  far  as  a  church- rel at eS 
process  is  concerned,  however,  she  does  not  desire  to  be  involved 
m  a  public  forum  on  the  matter.  aesire  to  he  involved 

redacted^V1'     2°°4'     1    telePhonically    contacted  REDACTED 
KtuA^by        whose  name  was  provided  to  me  by  REDACTED 

xdentified    myself    as    a  Private      Investigator,     conducting  my 
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investigations  on  behalf  of  Monsignor  Richard  Loomis,  throuah  his 
attorney,  REDACTED  Dcn.„,cn  <->«u.s,   cnrough  his 

understood    that    I    am    rWrS6a    REDACTED  stated    that  she 

agreed  to  betg  interview^d^S  ^T^aid^t '  sh^  "* 
teacher  at  Corpus  _  christi  School,  arriving  Sere ' if  SepteX/ 
1974,  and  she  remained  there  until  the  summer  of  1979.    Se*tembex > 

REDACTED  stated I  that   she   recalled  having   a   student  named 
.       ,     _  KhUAU  I  bU  older  sister  in  one  of  her  classes  and 

PPHAPTPn     h    StatSd    "hat     ShS  have    also    taught  REDACTED 

REDACTED     however,    she   does  not   have   absolute  recollection  of 

RER?chCaIdDLoomici  "J1*  ^   ne™r  heard   of   ^  misconduct  by 

REDACTED  any°ne'  ShS    Stated    that  REDACTED  . 

redacted         were   very  active   in   the  -school    functions.       I  asked 


REDACTED  ,ir=  ~    n-  „      ,  "~    ~  .  .w«o  •        j..  aasea 

who  was  an  charoe  of  the  parish  at  the  tim*  anri 
she  stated  that  REDACTED  was  the  decision  maker  and  £f 

lZ5Z:*VTSrlY  ln  °harge-  She  also  «W  that  towaTd  the  end  oJ 
REDACTED  ^   ^fK^l,    a   transition  began  wherein 

REDACTED  '  °  be  the  new  Pastor-     I  asked  her  what 

wig   vol   anrf   „  WaS  at  the  time'  and  sile  stated  that  he 

cSnside^d  hTm  aI7h  *    7°   the   ?arish'    how^,    she  never 

redacted    ^^M^Ac^ePerson  in  <*a^  of  church  matters.  REDACTED 
REDACTED     questio^^why  _the  REDACTED       did    not  prov±<te"~E5i 
^^^^^^oRBDA^p  also"  whyREQAC^ 

-  xntervieW  wiTh  REACTED     ^^^O^.  This  conclude^ 

On  the^same  date,_March  11,   2004,   I  contactedREDACTED 

via   telephone.  REDACTED  .was    indicated   to   be   the  fOffice 

Mana|e^for  CorpusT^stx  flcfajg*  during  the  subject  time{Smf 
T:  advised  REDACTED  — rwsr-- 7T  =™  ~  .  ,J  cime  rrame- 
.^ri^Hnn    ™„     ■  am    a    Private  Investigator, 

conducting    my    investigation    on    behalf    of    M^oicmor  Jch'd 
Loomis;  through  his  attorney, REDACTED  REDACTED 
stated  that  she  understood,  and  she  agreed  to  being  interviewed. 
REDACTED  .    .     ,  _ 

Christi  SrhnJ  ShS    haS    been   affili^ted   with  Corpus 

s^oo^s  Of^L  m  3  parent"  since  ^71,  and  to  the  present  as  the 
school  s  Office  Manager.     She  said  that  REDACTED  was  t 

S    ^Lasses    with    her    children.      .  she    described  redacted 
REDACTED       as  a   "happy-go- lucky"   child,    but   bordering  on  "overlv 
•active.     She  described  his  personality  as  extroverted  Y 
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I  askedREDACTED  v 

aaainsfc   Mm,,4ftnn     »•  ^  ^  was  aware  of  the  allegations  pendina 

against   Monsxgnor   Richard   Loomis,    involving  REDACTED 

and   she    replied  by   saying    that    she   only   became   aware  of  the 

the"  aaegaGons    frorfrany .  person/s    involved   with   Corpus  Christi 

„2S;°r         ?'  Said  that  n°  ^e  from  the  s^°o1  ^aff , 

parents  parishioners  or  priests  assigned  to  the  parish  ever 
mentioned  anything  of  the  sort  to  her.      I   asked  her  if  she  had 

"n^at^.^  relati-  t0  thiS  -  * 

ReSacted33"^'  REDACTE,D  stated  that  she  always  considered 
REDACTED  ia  charge  of  the  parish  when  he  was  the  pastor 

REDACTED  ^  ^73-74,     she    salcf  that 

that  hi  ™»  authority  was  "pretty  absolute",   and  she  said 

that  he  was  very  involved  with  the  matters   of   the  parish,  not 

oerSeSKf  ^  t±W'  stated  that  from  bir 

perspective     she  never  consideredREDACTED  as  being  in 

charge _  of  the  parish  or  having  decision-making  authority  The 
interview  withREDACTED    c  was  concluded  at  this  time. 

R^aM^^'  200'}-  X«™tact*d  REDACTED  telephonically. 
R^£I!i-_|WaS  ^dlcated  to  have  been  the  Corpus  Christi  Office 

RE^lf^inT3   ^   ySarS    1973-74  •       °n   co^act,    I    advised— o. 
REDACTED  that   I   am.  a  Private  Investigator,    working  on  behalf  of 
Monsignor   Richard   Loomis,    through   his   attorney, REDACTED 

^nOestioatfr6    RmArTFn^1^  at  bein9  contacted  *y  *  Private 
investigator.    REDACTED    was  absolutely  shocked  to  hear  of  the 

RaE^glons  dxrected  at  Monsignor.  Loomis  by  the  alleged  victim, 

,11>T"      Her  first  statement  was,    "You're  '  kidding!" 
She  then  said,   "Noway!"     »l  don't  believe  it 


lu a£*ed  REDACTED  why  she  responded  the  way  she  did  when  hearing 
Se  ^ie  aliegatlons'   and  stated  that  Richard  Loomis  wasn't 

the  type,  and  that  she  recalled  him  to  be  an  earnest  young  man, 
conscientious  and  holy.  She  described  him  as  beina  "remarkaSy 
stuffy."      REDACTED      descriSed    REDACTED  *  as    bting  a 

r-mJSS^"      \  a*ked  her  to  define"what  she  meant  by  the  term 
scalawag      and  she   saidREDACTED    was   "mischevious"   and  that  he 

^l^^VV™-'  "Wsiid  the-n&T-w^darling"  as  a 
child,  but  that  he  was  over-active.  REDACTED         said  that  sh*> 
good_  friends    with    the  REDACTED       family,  redacted 
particular,     she    also    advised    me    that  'REDACTED 


  m 

is 
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currently  REDACTED  n 

currently  residing.  "  '   ^  loCatlon  ^ere  she  is 

I  asked  REDACTED  if  she  hag  ever>  afc  anything 
2j macondu1f fc  relating  to  Monsignor  Loomis,  and  she  -re^iel 
Pat^SlT^  ^  hSard  .SUCh  fr°m  anyone'  She  described  Pacific 
had  nJltl  I  %  97"5?  miU"'  and  agaih'  she  ^iterated  that  she 
^A^TFn  he  alle9ations  •   REDACTED  advised  me  that 

REDASfei        ±B  Qf         *  g°°?  friend  °f   hers'    ■=*   she'  like 

KtuAO  is  of   the  opinion  that  REDACTED  would  have   shared  the 

information  with  her  if  it  had  occurred. 

REDACTED  ^s'ra.A 

REDACTED      ~f^^  a*  ^  ln„time'  ^  was  tol<*  that 

— ,  naa  seen  accused_of  misconduct,   but  she  said  that 

she  does  not  believe  the  Di^J^oidX^nT^iTTappened,  or  she 
would    have    heard    about  ^TET    REDACTED  said  P,fhat    's°*  ^ 

ITo^lL^T^r  ^  hSarin3  aW  -i-onduct'by  Mot'i^r 
Loomis      and    she    does    not    believe    in    the    validity    of  the 

pincSdRESl6TEDShehalS°  "SlSJSff  ifc  Would  be  believable  if  Loomis 
Pr?!  '   becauseREDACTED   would  hgve  deserved  ifc     ^  ghe 

stated  that  any  type  of  sexual  misconduct  would  be 'totally  out  of 
thirSme.        ^°ni?.i9nor  L°P™is-  interview  was  .concluded  it 

On  March   12,    2004,    I   contacted^DACTEb  _      x  advised 

F?.1R^CTED  that  1  am  a  Private  investigator,  and  that  I  am 
IZTit  11  ^  ^tigation  on  behalf  of  Monsignor  Richard 
tZT^  XTh  J11*,  attorne^  REDACTED  she  stated 

^  ^ZltT' but  questloned  ^ she  was  bein*  ™d 

I    apprised    REDACTED  ,  '    f    ^t,.    =  1-.  .  . 

'Loonvia  t    -         x.  allegations    against  Monsianor 

pS8'  and  ?  5old  her  that  the  complaining  party  is  REDACTED 
REDACTED  i   further   advised  her   that   the   incident  alleqedlv 

«    1973     ^    "74,     while    Richard    Loomis    wis  a 

Sopped^  qU1Stly  Stated'    WI  am  ShOCked  "  W  teeth  ^st 

L^fh  hED>,ACTED  ab°Ut  hSr  r6Ca11  of  Richard  Loo^«.   ^d  she 

£^^£n  as  an  Oddball."  I  asked  her  of  her  observations 
rrKEDAGIhU  -   and  she  replied,   "absolutely  straiqht  "  I 

then  aajcea  her  who  was  in  charge  of  the  parish  at  the  time  *  and 
she  quickly  retorted,  REDACTED  »  ,  ^  her  e  ™' ^ 
considered  that  REDACTED  >  <~  charae   _f   hh„  „a  /T  .  SVe* 

she  stated  that  he  and  REDACTED  .tlv  m  ,I    ,P    f  '  ^ 

-   pretty  much  shared  in  the 
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running  of  the  church.  .  I  asked  her  why,  and  she  said  it  was 
because  REDACTED  was  absent  from  the  parish  a  lot  of  the  time,  and 
it  is  her  understanding  that  the  associate  pastor  automatically 
assumes  responsibility  in  the  absence. of  the  pastor. 

I    thent   asked  REDACTED  if    she    had    ever    heard    Qf  ^ 

allegations   from  anyone,    and  she  stated--  that  she  ma  n«i- 
that  she  would  have  because  her  son,  REDACTED 

are  best  friends  and  played  together  forever.  She  then  said  "I 
am  sick  to  my  stomach."  REDACTED  stated  that   she  is  very 

close  friends,  with  the  REDACTED  family, '  and  -that  she  is  alic~t 
very  close  friend  of  REDACTED 

REDACTED  then  stated,   "I  don't  know  what  happened,  but  things 

get  blown  out  of  proportion  in  a  little  kid's  mind."  she  then 
said  that  her  sons  and  REDACTED  were  altar  boys  around 

the  time  period  in  question,  and  that  perhaps  a  hug,  or  a  pat  on 
the  back  could  have  been  misconstrued  for  something  more.  She 
said  that  her  sons  never  told  her  of  any  improprieties  by  Richard 
Loomis  involving  anyone. 

I  asked  REDACTED  what  she  thought  of  the  inactivity  in 
handling  the  matter  at  the  time  of  the  allegations,  and  she  that 
she  was  brought  up  to  not  say  anything  regarding  something  of 
that  nature,  just  to  keep  it  quiet.  I  then  asked  her  if  she  had 
J?*  T1pdnea  ^REDACTED  did  nothing  more  that  inform 

^°2Spn  °f   the  alle9ations,    and  she   advised  me   that  RED.iCT.ED 

REDACTED  ...REDACTED  .    and  that  he  was   a   "hot  head."  I 

responded  by  telling  her  that  that  would  be  all  the  more  reason 
to  follow  through  with  the  matter  and  handle  it  to  conclusion.  I 
then  asked  her  what  advice  she  would  have  given  to  theREDACTED 
had    she   been    aware    of    the    allegations    at    the    time,    and  she 
stated,   "I'd  go  directly  to  the  police." 

REDACTED  .  ,'         .      ,       J  •  ' 

said  that  she  does  not  know  if  the  incident  happened 
or  not,  and  she  does  not  want  to  opinionate  one  way  or  the  other. 
Once  again,  I  asked  her  if  she.  was  certain  that  she  had  never 
heard  of  any  misconduct  by  Richard  Loomis  by  anyone,  and  she 
replied  in  the  negative.  The  interview  with  REDACTED 
was  terminated  at  this  time. 

On  March  12,  2004,  after  having  ascertained  the  current  residence 

of  REDACTED   1(    j  responded  to  REDACTED 

REDACTED     and    attempted    to  contact  and  interview  REDACTED 
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There  was  no  answer  at  the  residence,  and  it  was  obvious  that  no 
^one  was.  at  the  location.  I  have  not  yet  returned  to  REDACTED 
iEDAC  ED  5  residence,  however,  I  will  attempt  to  contact  her  in 
the  very  near  future. 

This^  concludes  my  investigation  to  this  point  in  time.  I  will 
continue  in  my  efforts  to  conduct  interviews  with  outstanding 
prospective  witnesses,  and  I  will'  apprise  you  of  my  progress.  If 
you  have  any  questions  and/or  comments,  please  contact  my  office 
at  your  earliest  possible  convenience.  Also,  if  you  have  any 
additional  instructions,  please  so  advise. 


Very  truly  yours, 
REDACTED 
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Subj:  REDACTED 

Date:  3/19/2004  8:23:24  PM  Eastern  Standard  Time 

From:  REDACTED 

To: 

Msgr.  Loomis: 

I  conducted  a  telephonic  interview  wifREDACTED        ,  about  one  hour  ago.  If  you  are  not  aware, 
redacted  was  redacted  football  coach  during  the  time  period  in  question,  and  he  is  currently  redacted 
redacted  He,  like  all  the  others  so  far,  does  not  believe  the  allegations  byREDACTED  j|e  s^ 

thaiREDACTED^ass  an  "out  of  control"  kid,  and  if  anything  of  a  sexual  nature  found  him  to  be  a  victim,  he 
reRdactedCTE°  would naVe  done  something  about  it  himself.  If  he  didn't  do  anything,  his  "hnt  headed"  father 
would  certainly  have  done  something  physical  to  the  reported  perpetrator.  REDACTEDfmds  the 

allegations  very  far-fetched,  and  he  said  that  he  never,  at  any  time,  ever  heard  of  this  case  involving 

redacted^  youfrom  anyone.  He  adamantly  stated  that  this  is  a  "witch  hunt",  and  he  is  not  into  witch 

hunts. 

And,  keep  in  mind  that  he  is  very  eood  friends  with  theREDACTED  ancREDAC  ED  even  today. 
Furthermore,  he  stated  that  Redacted    was  totally  in  control  of  the  church  -  he  was  a  "hands-on" 
pastor.  He  said  that  redacted  might  have  thought  he  was  running  things,  but  only  in  his  own  mind.  FYI. 
REDACTED 
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MEMORANDUM 


TO: 


Cardinal  Roger  Mahony 
REDACTED 


\CTED 


FROM: 


Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board 


RE: 


Recommendation  of  the  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board 
Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis  (CMOB  071-01) 


DATE: 


November  2, 2004 


The  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board  discussed  the  case  of  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis  at 
its  meeting  on  October  27,  2004.  The  Board  has  previously  discussed  the  case  on  January  14, 
2004,  January  28,  2004,  February  11,  2004,  February  25,  2004  and  April  14,  2004.  I  gave  you 
progress  reports  on  February  9, 2004,  February  1 1,  2004  and  May  18,  2004  and  provided  you 
with  copies  of  the  interviews  and  other  investigative  materials  generated  to  those  dates. 

Msgr.  Loomis  was  identified  as  a  possible  molester  in  a  case  filed  b)REDACTED  ^  on 
December  17,  2004.  Msgr.  Cox  immediately  initiated  an  investigation  and  designated"™™0 
REDACTED  to  be  the  investigator  and  canonical  auditor  for  the  case.  Shortly  after 

that,  on  December  23,  2003,  you  asked  me  in  my  capacity  as  CMOB  chairman  to  head  a  special, 
totally  independent  investigation  of  the  allegations  and  report  my  findings  and  recommendations 
to  you  and  the  CMOB.  You  also  asked  REDACTED  to  Qpell  ^e  proper  canonical 

investigation  so  that  Msgr.  Loomis'  canonical  rights  would  be  fully  protected  throughout  the 
investigation. 

RFDAPTFD  redacted 
I  accepted  your  appointment  and  with  the  help  of^1-"*^  1        identified  and  retained 

REDACTED  as  the  investigator; REDACTED    appointed  him  as  a  canonical  auditor 

and  he  continued  the  investigation  whichREDACTED  had  befmnREDACTED    left  in  early  July  to 

participate  in  the  second  national  audit  as  part  of  REDACTED    m^  j  askedREDACTED  t0  pi^ 

up  the  investigation.  REDACTED;  interviewed  several  other  people,  includingREDACTED 


I've  enclosed  a  complete  list  of  all  interviews  conducted  to  date  and  copies  of  the  interviews 
from  July  6,  2004  to  date.  You  already  have  copies  of  the  earlier  interviews  through  March  30, 
2004.  As  you  can  see,  a  great  deal  of  material  has  been  developed  in  the  course  of  this 
investigation.  Four  persons  have  been  identified  who  claim  to  have  had  inappropriate  sexual 
encounters  with  Msgr.  Loomis,  to  wit:  REDACTED 


REDACTED 
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REDACTED  I  will  briefly  summarize  the  claims  of  alleged  abusive  behavior  with  respect  to 

each  victim. 

REDACTED 

In  his  complamt*!^,01^ —  alleged  that  he  had  been  molested  by  Father  Richard  Loomis, 
then  known  as  Brother  Becket,  andREDACTED  _  from  approximately  1968  through 

approximately  1 970  while  a  student  at  a  high  school  later  identified  as  Pater  Noster. 

I  wrote  t(RE DACTE D  _        attorney,  on  January  2,  2004  and  again  on  January 

1 6  requesting  more  information  and  a  personal  interview.  I  received  no  response  to  my  letters 
and  have  received  no  response  fromREDACTED     to  this  day.  Several  requests  to  interview 
REDACTED  ere  also  made  byREDACTED    with  no  success  until  an  interview  was  finally  arranged 
^REDACTED  .  on  October  18th. 

REDACTED  ^^^'3  questionnaire,  dated  December  1 1,  2003,  was  eventually  filed  in  the 
superior  court  proceeding  and  obtained  by  the  Archdiocese  in  May  or  June,  2004.  In  his 
questionnaireREDAC;TED  states,  under  penalty  of  perjury,  that  he  was  born  on  October  28, 1956, 
was  sexually  abused  by  Brother  Becket  approximately  4-6  times  and  that  "Becket  put  his  mouth 
on  my  mouth,  put  his  hand  on  my  penis,  had  an  erection,  touched  my  genitals,  told  me  he  loved 
me.  This  occurred  over  a  VA  to  2  year  period  while  attending  Poter  [sic]  Noster  High  School." 

REDACTED         essful  in  arranging  an  interview  witlREDACTED  This  took  place  on  October 
10,  zuut  mREDACTED  3  offices,  redacted    j  was  also  present. 

.  In  substanceREDACJED  stated  that  he  was  a  freshman  at  Pater  Noster  in  1969  when  he  met 
Brother  Becket.  Becket  was  his  English  teacher  and  dean  of  discipline.  He  was  disciplined  by 
Becket  on  one  occasion.  Becket  allowedREDACTED  and  another  student  to  smoke  in  his 
classroom,  which  was  against  the  rules. REDACTED  was  a  p00r  student  but  received  good  grades 
from  Becket.  On  the  occasion  in  questionREDACTED  stated  that  there  was  only  one  incident,  not 
the  4-6  he  alleged  in  his  questionnaire),  he  was  in  Becket's  classroom  and  they  walked  out  the 
door  into  the  hall.  They  were  alone.  Becket  stopped,  turned  towards  him  and  said,  "Do  you 
know  what  you  do  to  me?"  He  then  pUREE)ACTED         on  the  oxAsi^e  Qf]^s  (Becket's)  habit  on 
top  of  bis  penis,  which  REDACTED  could  feel  was  erect.  He  then  kisse<REE)ACTED  3n  fae  mouth  and 
told  him  that  he  loved  him.  REDACTED  /as  shocked  and  embarrassed  and  walked  away  from 
Becket. 


For  the  remainder  of  his  freshman  year  and  for  a  portion  of  his  sophomore  year  while  he  was  still 
at  Pater  Noster  before  transferring  to  John  Marshall  High  School,  he  did  what  he  could  to  avoid 
Becket,  including  cutting  classes  and  ditching  school. 
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REDACTED        .    redacted  redacted 

married        in  1980.  At  some  point,  he  told       i  what  had  happened  to  him.  In 
1993REDACTED  and  his  wife  became  friends  witr.REDAU  I LD    a  St.  John's  seminarian  who 
was  assigned  to  their  parish  (St.  Elizabeth  in  Van  Nuys).  They  were  invited  to  his  ordination  in 
1994  andwere  surprise  to  see  Loomis  participating  in  the  ceremony.  After  the  ordinationREDACTED 

tol  that  Loomis  had  sexually  molested  her  husband  while  he  was  attending  Pater 

NosteiREDACTED  then  toldREDACTED  that  he  had  been  molested  by  Loomis. 

REDACTED  was  interviewed  byREDACTED  on  February  13,  2004  and  byREDACTED 

redacteddi1  August  2,  2004  and  confirmed  thatREDACTEDtold  him  in  1994  that  he  had  been 
molested  by  Loomis.  REDACTEDWas  also  interviewed  b5REDACTED  on  October  20,  2004. 

REDACTED  hsLs  not  been  interviewed  by  REACTED      ■  as  yet> 

REDACTED 

REDACTED        was  interviewed  byREDACTED   by  telephone,  on  February  6  and  9, 2004  and 
^REDACTED    on  September  7,  2004.RE'->ACTED  stated  that  he  lived  with  his  family  in  the 
Pacific  Palisades  and  attended  Corpus  Christi  Church  and  that  Richard  Loomis's  family  also 
lived  in  the  Palisades.  During  the  summer  of  1974,  when  he  was  in  the  fourth  grade,  Loomis 
was  assigned  to  Corpus  Christi  and  invited  him  to  go  swimming  on  three  or  four  occasions  at  his 
(Loomis's)  parents'  home.  He  understood  that  other  boys  had  also  been  invited  but  they  did  not 
come  and  he  and  Loomis  were  always  alone.  On  each  occasion  Loomis  briefly  fondled  his 
genitals  while  he  was  changing  into  his  swimming  trunks  and  again  when  he  was  changing  back 
into  his  clothes. 

Not  long  after  that  he  stopped  going  to  the  Loomis  home  to  go  swimming  and  told  his  mother 
what  had  happened.  He  recalled  that  his  mother  informed  his  father  and  he  believes  that  they 
reported  the  matter  to  the  pastor  or  associate  pastor  at  Corpus  Christi. 

^REDACTED  ,age  came  tQ  light  wheBREDACTED        of  St.  Lawrence  Martyr  Catholic 
Church  in  Redondo  Beach  informed  Msgr.  Cox  of  the  incident  in  January,  2004.REDACTED  ; 
interyiewedREDACTED    n  on  February  3,  2004.  REDACTEDadvised  him  that  he  met  Loomis  in  the 
summer  of  1974  when  heREDACTED  was  the  associate  pastor  at  Corpus  Christi  and  Loomis  was  a 
seminarian  performing  "^^^I^qj^^  me  parish  during  his  summer  break  from  St.  John 
Seminary.  He  confirms  that  parents  met  with  him  during  the  summer  of  1974  to 

complain  about  Loomis  hanging  around  kids  all  the  time  and  told  him  that  Loomis  had  fondled 
or  groped  their  son  in  the  swimming  poolREDACTEDdid  not  confront  Loomis  or  report  the  incident 
at  the  time,  but  made  sure  he  was  not  around  children  and  never  returned  to  the  parish  or  school 
as  a  seminarian  after  that. 

REDACTED     interviewedREDACTED  mother, REDACTED       on  Marcn  30^  2004.  She  stated 
that  she  had  a  vague  recollection  of  the  incident  and  confirmed  that  her  son  told  her  about  it  and 
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that  she  informed  her  husband.  She  doesn't  recall  reporting  it  to  the  pastor  or  associate  at  Corpus 
.  Christi. 

REDACTED 

RRiDACTErJED     age  55' was  interviewed  byREDACTED;  on  January  13,  2004  and  by  Father 
on  August  6,  2004.  He  stated  that  he  met  Loomis  during  the  summer  of  1974  when 
Loomis  was  teaching  a  bible  class  at  Corpus  Christi  Church.  Loomis  invited  him  to  accompany 
him  to  a  youth  swim  outing  at  a  pool  in  a  public  park  somewhere  outside  Pacific  Palisades.  He 
met  Loomis  and  they  drove  together  in  Loomis's  car  to  the  park  where  approximately  20  Latino 
boys  and  girls  around  the  ages  of  12  to  13  were  getting  off  a  bus  at  the  pool.  While  he  and 
Loomis  were  watching  them  swim  in  the  pool,  Loomis  said  something  like,  "Look  at  them. 
They  don't  know  what  they've  got  between  their  legs."  Loomis  may  have  added,  "They  don't 
even  know  they  have  an  erection  or  a  hard-on."  They  had  lunch  with  the  boys  and  girls  and  left 
the  park  after  about  two  hours.  REDACTED 
REDACTED 


REDACTED  was  interviewed  by  REDACTED  on  January  7,  2004.  She  stated  that  she  took  a 
report  from  an  adult  male  in  June  2002,  reduced  it  to  writing  and  gave  it  to  Msgr.  Cox 

ancREDACTED  She  also  spoke  to  Msgr,  Cox  who  told  her  he  would  discuss  it  with 

Msgr.  Loomis.  Msgr.  Cox  later  toldREDACTED    that  he  had  spoken  to  Msgr.  Loomis  and  that 
he  had  denied  that  the  incident  had  ever  happened  and  told  him  that  he  had  never  taken  altar  boys 
to  a  publiG  swimming  pool.REDACTED      also  spoke  toREDACTED  who  told  her  she  viewed  the 
incident  as  a  "non-issue."  REDACTEDspoke  directly  to  Msgr.  Loomis  about  it.  He  told  her  he 
had  no  memory  of  anything  like  that  ever  happening  and  that  while  he  had  taken  some  altar  boys 
to  swim  at  his  parents'  home  pool  on  one  occasion  he  never  went  swimming  at  a  public  pool. 

REDACTED     ^  ^j^^  aDout  speaking  to  Msgr.  Loomis  about  the  incident  but  she  said  he  did 
not  appear  at  all  upset  or  concerned  about  her  doing  so. 

REDACTED 


REDACTED 
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REDACTED 


Msgr.  Loomis's  response 

-ka       t        •  •  j.  j  i  REDACTED  _  ^  ,  ,  REDACTED 

Msgr.  Loomis  was  interviewed  b)  nd  Msgr.  Cox  on  February  12,  2004  and 

REDACTEDon  September  24, 2004.  He  has  retained  attorneyREDACTED      to  represent  him  in  the 

civil  proceedings  and  canon  lawye:REDACTED  of  San  Francisco,  who  is  also  a  member  of 

the  State  Bar  of  California,  as  his  canonical  attorney,  redacted  was  present  at  the  February  12th 

interview  ancREDACTED  was  present  on  September  24th.  Without  going  into  detail,  Msgr. 

Loomis  responded  to  the  charges  and  denied  any  inappropriate  sexual  activity.  He  offered  to 

testify  under  oath  and,  after  being  sworn  bf5EDACTED  ,  stated  that  the  accusations  made  against 
him  by  redacted^  redacted  ire  not  tme  He  gtated  ^  they  m  not  happen  md  ^  he  did 

not  molest  them. 


Board  discussions 


I  have  not  attempted  to  detail  all  of  the  information  contained  in  the  interviews  and  other 
materials  and  did  not  do  so  during  the  meeting.  The  other  information  does  not  establish  a  basis 
for  initiating  canonical  proceedings  but  corroborates  the  allegations  that  Msgr.  Loomis  had  an 
inordinate  interest  in  young  boys  and  that  he  was  involved  in  inappropriate  sexual  conversations 
and  other  behavior  with  them,  such  as  drinking  and  smoking. 
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The  members  of  the  Board  discussed  the  case  at  length.  REDACTED  md  Msgr. 

Cox  were  present  during  and  participated  in  the  discussions.  REDACTED       and  Msgr.  Cox 
pointed  out  several  canonical  impediments  to  recommending  that  a  formal  canonical  penal 
process  be  initiated  to  remove  Msgr.  Loomis  permanently  from  ministry.  The  essence  of  then- 
concerns  is  that  these  incidents  do  not  meet  the  criteria  of  the  ecclesiastical  crime  defined  by 
canon  1395  because  Msgr.  Loomis  was  not  a  cleric  but  rather  a  Brother  of  St.  Patrick  when  the 
events  involvingRED^CTED  x     took  place  and  was  not  a  cleric  but  rather  a  seminarian  when  the 
events  involvingREDACTED       and  REDACTED     3  took  place.  REDACTED 
REDACTED  redacted 


REDACTED 


REDACTED  expressed  the  opinion  that  even  though  all  four  complaints  fall  outside  the  offenses 
strictly  demarcated  in  the  Essential  Norms  that  it  is  within  the  spirit  of  the  Dallas  Charter  that  a 
person  who  was  found  guilty  of  the  alleged  actions  would  be  unsuitable  for  ministry  as  a  cleric, 
fn  view  of  this,  he  suggested  that  in  view  of  the  fact  that  Msgr.  Loomis  denies  all  allegations  of 
misconduct  that  the  CDF  be  petitioned  to  authorize  an  ecclesiastical  trial  to  establish  the  juridical 
facts  of  the  case,  with  a  view  toward  removing  Msgr.  Loomis  permanently  from  ministry  should 
the  allegations  be  verified. 

Recommendation 

Accordingly,  the  Board  recommends  that  the  Congregation  for  the  Doctrine  of  the  Faith  be 
petitioned  to  authorize_an  ecclesiastical  trial  to  establish  the  juridical  facts  oi  the  case,  withlP 
view  toward  removing  Msgr.  Loomis  permanently  from  ministry  should  the  allegations  be  - 
verified.         ~      '     *     *  ■  —  


REDACTED  ^-^rrr 

Enclosures  /  '  " 


cc:     REDACTED  (w/ list  of  interviews  only) 

Msgr.  Craig  A.  Cox  (w/  list  of  interviews  only) 


3  A/jr&J^^W/ 


TO:  Monsianor  Craia  Cox 

REDACTED 

FROM:  REDACTED 

DATE:  October  28,  2004 

RE:  Monsiqnor  Richard  Loomis 


has  asked  me  to  give  you  this  incomplete  draft  of  his  memo  to  Cardinal  Mahony 
concerning  Msgr.  Loomis.  In  addition  to  any  other  additions,  corrections,  etc.,  he  would 
like  you  to  provide  additional  information  concerning  the  basis  for  the  recommendation 
and  suggested  language  for  the  recommendation  itself. 

I  will  not  be  irvthe  office  again  until  Tuesday,  butREDACTEDwould  like  to  finish  this  before  then 
in  view  of  his  departure  for  South  Africa  next  week.  He  will  be  in  his  office  tomorrow 
(Friday)  and  Monday  and  can  be  reached  atREDACTED        He  asked  me  to  ask  you  to 
fax  your  suggestions  to  him  alREDACTED 

I  am  enclosing  the  list  of  interviews  to  date.  The  attachments  referred  to  in  the  memo 
will  be  added  later. 


Enclosures 
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Interviews 


October  20,  2004 
October  18,  2004 

October  18,  2004 

September  24,  2004 

September  9,  2004 
September  8,  2004 

September  7,  2004 
August  6,  2004 
August  2,  2004 
July  8,  2004 
July  7,  2004 
July  7,  2004 
July  6,  2004 

March  30,  2004 
February  1 3,  2004 

February  12, 2004 

February  11,  2004 

February  9,  2004 

February  6,  2004 


REDACTED 


-  interview  by 


REDACTED 


REDACTED    -  interview  regarding  Msgr.  Loomis  by 
REDACTED 

REDACTED       interview  regardingREDACTED  by 


Richard  Loomis  -  interview  by 
(updated  version) 


REDACTED 
REDACTED 

REDACTED 


REDACTED 

REDACTED 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 

REDACTED 
REDACTED 


-  interview  by  Investigator 

...      .  REDACTED 

-  interview  by 

REDACTED 

-  interview  by 

-  interview  by 

-  interview  b] 

-  interview  by  Investigator  REDACTED 

-  interview  by  lnvestigatoi 
interview  by  lnvestigatoi  ED  ACT  ED 

interview  byREDACTED 

-  interview  REDACTED 

-  interview  bREDACTED 


Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis  -  interview  by  investigator 
REDACTED 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 


interview  by  Investigator 


-  Addendum  to  Feb.  6th  report  - 
interview  by  InvestigatorREDACTED 


REDACTED 


-  interview  by  lnvestigatoi 


REDACTED 
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February  3,  2004 


REDACTED 


interview  by  Investigator 


January  13,  2004 
January  12,  2004 


REDACTED 
REDACTED 


-  interview  byREDACTED 

interview  byREDACTED 


January  7,  2004 


REDACTED 


December  21, 2003  REDACTED 

REDACTED 

December  21,  2003 
December  20,  2003 


-  interview  by  Investigato 


interview  by 


REDACTED 


interview  by  Investigator 


-  interview  by  Investigator 


December  20  &  21,  2003 


interview  by  Investigator 
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TO:  Cardinal  Roger  Mahony 

FROM:  REDACTED 

Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board 

RE:  Recommendation  of  the  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board 

Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis  (CMOB  071-01) 

DATE:  October  28, 2004 


The  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board  discussed  the  case  of  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis  at 
its  meeting  on  October  27,  2004.  The  Board  has  previously  discussed  the  case  on  January  14, 
2004,  January  28, 2004,  February  1 1,  2004,  February  25,  2004  and  April  14, 2004.  I  gave  you 
progress  reports  on  February  9, 2004,  February  11,  2004  and  April  1 8,  2004  and  provided  you 
with  copies  of  the  interviews  and  other  investigative  materials  generated  to  those  dates. 

Msgr.  Loomis  was  identified  as  a  possible  molester  in  a  case  filed  bREDACTED  on 
December  17, 2004.  Msgr.  Cox  immediately  initiated  an  investigation  and  designatedREDACTED 
redacted       ^    j-0     tne  investigator  and  canonical  auditor  for  the  case.  Shortly  after  that, 
on  December  23, 2003,  you  asked  me  in  my  capacity  as  CMOB  chairman  to  head  a  special, 
totally  independent  investigation  of  the  allegations  and  report  my  fmdings  and  recommendations 
to  you  and  the  CMOB.  You  also  askecREDACTED  '  to  open  the  proper  canonical 

investigation  so  that  Msgr.  Loomis'  canonical  rights  would  be  fully  protected  throughout  the 
investigation. 

I  accepted  your  appointment  and  with  the  help  o;RE  DACTE  D  identified  and  retainedREDACTED 
REDACTED  "  _       s  the  investigator.REDACTED    appointed  him  as  a  canonical  auditor 

and  he  continued  the  investigation  whiclREDACTED  had  begun.  REACTED  \Qft  m  ewc\y  ju]y  to 
participate  in  the  second  national  audit  as  part  oJREDACTED  and  I  askedREDACTED  to  pick 

up  the  investigatiorREDACTEP_.._.  interviewed  several  other  people,  includinjREDACTED 
REDACTED 


I've  enclosed  a  complete  list  of  all  interviews  conducted  to  date  and  copies  of  the  interviews 
from  July  6,  2004  to  date.  You  already  have  copies  of  the  earlier  interviews  through  March  30, 
2004.  As  you  can  see,  a  great  deal  of  material  has  been  developed  in  the  course  of  this 
investigation.  Four  victims  have  been  identified,  to  witREDACTED 
REDACTED  .  I  will  briefly  summarize  the  claims  of  alleged  abusive 

behavior  with  respect  to  each  victim. 
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REDACTED 

In  his  complain1REDACTED  alleeed  that  he  had  been  molested  by  Father  Richard  Loomis, 
then  known  as  Brother  Becket,  andREDACTED      ^         frorn  approximately  1968  through 
approximately  1970  while  a  student  at  a  high  school  later  identified  as  Pater  Noster. 

I  wrote  tcREDACTED 

attorney,  on  January  2,  2004  and  again  on  January 
16th  requesting  more  information  and  a  personal  interview.  I  received  no  response  to  my  letters 
and  have  received  no  response  fromREDACTED     to  this  day.  Several  requests  to  interview 
REDACTED  were  ajso  made  ^REDACTED     w^  no  success_ 

REDACTED    claimant's  questionnaire,  dated  December  11,  2003,  was  eventually  filed  in  the 
superior  court  proceeding  and  obtained  by  the  Archdiocese  in  May  or  June,  2004.  In  his 
questionnaireREDACTED  states,  under  penalty  of  perjury,  that  he  was  born  on  October  28,  1956, 
was  sexually  abused  by  Brother  Becket  approximately  4-6  times  and  that  "Becket  put  his  mouth 
on  my  mouth,  put  his  hand  on  my  penis,  had  an  erection,  touched  my  genitals,  told  me  he  loved 
me.  This  occurred  over  a  1 V2  to  2  year  period  while  attending  Poter  [sic]  Noster  High  School." 

Rl™9JEi?„  was  successful  in  arranging  an  interview  witl?^T^J5i?  This  took  place  on  October 
1 8, 2004  hREDACTED  )ffices  redacted        was  also  present. 

In  substance.REDACTED5tated  that  he  was  a  freshman  at  Pater  Noster  in  1969  when  he  met 
Brother  Becket.  Becket  was  his  English  teacher  and  dean  of  discipline.  He  was  disciplined  by 
Becket  on  one  occasion.  Becket  alio  we  REDACTED  and  another  student  to  smoke  in  his 
classroom,  which  was  against  the  rules.REDACTEDwas  a  poor  student  but  received  good  grades 
from  Becket.  On  the  occasion  in  question  Redacted  stated  that  there  was  only  one  incident,  not 
the  4-6  he  alleged  in  his  questionnaire),  he  was  in  Becket' s  classroom  and  they  walked  out  the 
door  into  the  hall.  They  were  alone.  Becket  stooped,  turned  towards  him  and  said,  "Do  you 
know  what  you  do  to  me?"  He  then  put  REDACTED  .han(i  on  the  outside  of  his  (Becket's)  habit  on 
top  of  his  penis,  whichREDACTED  could  feel  was  erect.  He  then  kissecREDACTED  0n  the  mouth  and 
told  him  that  he  loved  him.REDACTEDwas  shocked  and  embarrassed  and  walked  away  from 
Becket. 

For  the  remainder  of  his  freshman  year  and  for  a  portion  of  his  sophomore  year  at  while  he  was 
still  at  Pater  Noster  before  transferring  to  John  Marshall  High  School,  he  did  what  he  could  to 
avoid  Becket,  including  cutting  classes  and  ditching  school. 

REDACTED  redacted  redacted 

marnei  in  1980.  At  some  point,  he  told         what  had  happened  to  him.  In 

1993,REDACTEDand  his  wife  became  friends  withREDACTED        a  St.  John's  seminarian  who 
was  assigned  to  their  parish  (St.  Elizabeth  in  Van  Nuys).  They  were  invited  to  his  ordination  in 
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1994  and  were  surprise  to  see  Loomis  participating  in  the  ceremony.  After  the  ordination  REDACTED 
toldREDACTEDthat  Loomis  had  sexually  molested  her  husband  while  he  was  attending  Pater 
Noster.  REDACTEDthen  told  Labonte  that  he  had  been  molested  by  Loomis. 

REDACTED    was  interviewed  byREDACTED  r  on  February  13,  2004  and  by[REDACTED 

REDACTED  m  August  ^  2QQ4  ^  confmned  ^REDACTED  toU  ^  ^  m4  ^  he  bgen 

molested  by  LoomiiREDACTED '   vas  also  interviewed  byREDACTED  on  October  20,  2004. 
redacted  hag  not  been  interviewed  bREDACTED  <  as  yet. 

REDACTED 

REDACTED  was  interviewed  redacted      by  telephone,  on  February  6  and  9,  2004  and 

^REDACTED    0n  September  7, 2004,REDACTED  stated  that  he  lived  with  his  family  in  the 
Pacific  Palisades  and  attended  Corpus  Christi  Church  and  that  Richard  Loomis's  family  also 
lived  in  the  Palisades.  During  the  summer  of  1974,  when  he  was  in  the  fourth  grade,  Loomis 
was  assigned  to  Corpus  Christi  and  invited  him  to  go  swimrning  on  three  or  four  occasions  at  his 
(Loomis's)  parents'  home.  He  understood  that  other  boys  had  also  been  invited  but  they  did  not 
come  and  he  and  Loomis  were  always  alone.  On  each  occasion  Loomis  briefly  fondled  his 
genitals  while  he  was  changing  into  his  swiniming  trunks  and  again  when  he  was  changing  back 
into  his  clothes. 

Not  long  after  that  he  stopped  going  to  the  Loomis  home  to  go  swimming  and  told  his  mother 
what  had  happened.  He  recalled  that  his  mother  informed  his  father  and  he  believes  that  they 
reported  the  matter  to  the  pastor  or  associate  pastor  at  Corpus  Christi. 

REDACTED    case  came  to  light  whenREDACTED  of  St.  Lawrence  Martvr  Catholic 

Church  in  Redondo  Beach  informed  Msgr.  Cox  of  the  incidentin  January,  2004,REDACTED 
interviewedREDA^TEDiEDACTED  on  February  3,  2004.  Dotson  advised  him  that  he  met  Loomis  in  the 
summer  of  1974  when  heREDACTEDjyas  ^e  associate  pastor  at  Corpus  Christi  and  Loomis  was  a 
seminarian  assigned  to  perform  various  duties  at  the  parish  during  his  summer  break  from  St. 
John  Seminary.  He  confirms  thatREDACTED  parents  met  with  him  during  the  summer  of  1974  to 
complain  about  Loomis  hanging  around  kids  all  the  time  and  told  him  that  Loomis  had  fondled 
or  groped  their  son  in  the  swimming  pool. redacted  did  not  confront  Loomis  or  report  the  incident 
at  the  time,  but  made  sure  he  was  not  around  children  and  never  returned  to  the  parish  or  school 
as  a  seminarian  after  that. 

redacted  ^^^redacted  motherj  redacted  on  March  30j  2004.  She  stated  that 

she  had  a  vague  recollection  of  the  incident  and  confirmed  that  her  son  told  her  about  it  and  that 
she  informed  her  husband.  She  doesn't  recall  reporting  it  to  the  pastor  or  associate  at  Corpus 
Christi. 
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REDACTED 

REDACTED        „       ...      , ,  redacted      t         „  nnn,     , ,  redacted 
REDACTED  g     '  WaS  mtemewed  b3  on  January  13,  2004  and  by 

on  August  6,  2004.  He  stated  that  he  met  Loomis  during  the  summer  of  1974  when 
Loomis  was  teaching  a  bible  class  at  Corpus  Christi  Church.  Loomis  invited  him  to  accompany 
Mm  to  a  youth  swim  outing  at  a  pool  in  a  public  park  somewhere  outside  Pacific  Palisades.  He 
met  Loomis  and  they  drove  together  in  Loomis's  car  to  the  park  where  approximately  20  Latino 
boys  and  girls  around  the  ages  of  12  to  13  were  getting  off  a  bus  at  the  pool.  While  he  and 
Loomis  were  watching  them  swim  in  the  pool,  Loomis  said  something  like,  "Look  at  them. 
They  don't  know  what  they've  got  between  their  legs."  Loomis  may  have  added,  "They  don't 
even  know  they  have  an  erection  or  a  hard-on."  They  had  lunch  with  the  boys  and  girls  and  left 
the  park  after  about  two  hours. REDACTED 

REDACTED 


REDACTED       .  ,    .  redacted      t        _         „    _  Jx1     ,  ■ 

was  interviewed  by  on  January  7,  2004.  She  stated  that  she  took  a 

report  from  an  adult  male  REDACTED  m  June  2002,  reduced  it  to  writing  and  gave  it  to  Msgr.  Cox 

andREDACTED,   .  She  also  snnker ^redacted  who  told  her  he  would  a^ss  it  with 

Msgr.  Loomis.  Msgr.  Cox  later  told         '  ^  a  that  he  had  spoken  to  Msgr.  Loomis  and  that 
he  had  denied  that  the  incident  had  ever  happened  and  told  him  that  he  had  never  taken  altar  boys 
to  a  public  swimming  poo]REDACTED     .  also  spoke  to  REDACTED  wll0  tojd  her  she  viewed  me 
incident  as  a  "non-issue."  REDACTED   sp0ke  directly  to  Msgr.  Loomis  about  it.  He  told  her  he 
had  no  memory  of  anything  like  that  ever  happening  and  that  while  he  had  taken  some  altar  boys 

redacted'  ^S  P31-611^'  nome  P°°l 011  one  occasion  he  never  went  swimming  at  a  public  pool. 

felt  awkward  about  speaking  to  Msgr.  Loomis  about  the  incident  but  she  said  he  did 
not  appear  at  all  upset  or  concerned  about  her  doing  so. 
REDACTED 
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REDACTED 


Msgr.  Loomis's  response 

Msgr.  Loomis  was  interviewed  byREDACTED  aid  Msgr.  Cox  on  February  12,  2004  and  by  REDACTE 
edacted  on  September  24, 2004.  He  has  retained  attorne)REDACTED      to  represent  him  in  the 
civil  proceedings  and  canon  lawyeiREDACTED       of  San  Francisco,  who  is  also  a  member  of 
the  State  Bar  of  California,  as  his  canonical  attorney. REDACTED  was  preSent  at  the  February  12th 
interview  andREDACTED  was  present  on  September  24th.  In  substance,  Msgr.  Loomis  denies  the 
charges. 

Board  discussions 


I  have  not  attempted  to  detail  all  of  the  information  contained  in  the  interviews  and  other 
materials  and  did  not  do  so  during  the  meeting.  The  information  does  not  establish  a  basis  for 
initiating  canonical  proceedings  but  corroborates  the  allegations  that  Msgr.  Loomis  had  an 
inordinate  interest  in  young  boys  and  that  he  was  involved  in  inappropriate  sexual  conversations 
and  other  behavior  with  them,  such  as  drinking  and  smoking. 

The  members  of  the  Board  discussed  the  case  at  length. REDACTED  ^  m&  Msgr. 

Cox  were  present  during  and  participated  in  the  discussions.  RE  D ACTE  D       Msgr.  Cox 
pointed  out  several  canonical  impediments  to  recommending  that  canonical  steps  should  be  taken 
to  remove  Msgr.  Loornis  permanently  from  ministry.  The  essence  of  their  concerns  appears  to 
be  that  this  is  not  a  Zero  Tolerance  case  because  Msgr.  Loomis  was  not  a  cleric  but  rather  a 
Brother  of  St.  Patrick  when  the  events  involvingREDACTED  ^    ;  took  place  and  was  not  a  cleric 
but  rather  a  seminarian  when  the  events  involvingREDACTED  took 
place.  REDACTED 
REDACTED 
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[Insert  further  discussion  re  Board  deliberations  and  canonical  concerns,  if  necessary.] 
[Insert  recommendation] 

CC;  REDACTED 

Msgr.  Craig  A.  Cox 
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REDACTED 


REDACTED 


PRIVATE 
DISPUTE  RESOLUTION 


FAX  TRANSMITTAL 

August  20, 2004 

REDACTED 

TO: 

RE:     Msgr.  Richard  Loomis  Investigation 

NUMBER  SENDING  TOREDACTED 

NUMBER  OF  PAGES  (including  this  cover  sheet)  :&^i4 

MESSAGE: 
REDACTED 


I'm  faxing  the  interview;REDACTED   did  REDACTED 


redacted  both  refer  to  an  incident  thalR  ED  ACTED 

REDACTED  *^  KbUAUitu  -'  - 

.  had  with  Msgr.  Loomis.  It  may  be  nothing  but,  again,  it  may  be  significant.         had  to 
leave  before  he  could  follow  up  on  locatingREDACTED  who  appears  to  live  in  the  Los  Angeles  area. 

Could  you  see  what  you  can  do  to  locateREDACTED 

Please  keep  me  advised  and  let  me  know  if  you  have  any  questions. 


Thanks. 


Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 


Clergy  Misconduct 
Oversight  Board 
Office:  (213)637-7548 


3424 

Wllshlre 

Boulevard 


Los  Angeles 

California 

90010-2202 


TO:  Monsiqnor  Craia  Cox 

REDACTED 

FROM: 

DATE:  August  11,  2004 

REDACTED 

RE:  Msgr.  Richard  A.  Loomis  -  interviews 


REDACTED 

I  am  enclosing  copies  of  the  following  interviews  conducted  by  in  the  event 

you  don't  already  have  them: 

REDACTED 


Enclosures 


Pastoral  Regions:     Our  Lady  of  the  Angels     San  Fernando     San  Gabriel     San  Pedro     Santa  Barbara 
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MEMORANDUM 


TO: 


REDACTED 

Msgr.  Craig  Cox 
REDACTED 


FROM: 

DATE:  July  12,2004 

RE:  Msgr.  Richard  A,  Loomis 

redacted  •  interview  ofREDACTED 


I  am  enclosing  a  copy  of  the  interviev\REDACTED  conducted  witt^'"^'"'"^  on  July 
8,  2004. 


XII  000722 


Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 


Clergy  Misconduct 
Oversight  Board 
Office:  (213)637-7548 


3424 

Wllshlre 

Boulevard 


Los  Angeles 

California 

90010-2202 


June  23,  2004 


REDACTED 


RE: '   Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 
REDACTED 

Dea 

Thank  you  for  your  letter  of  June  14,  2004  addressed  to  me  an<.REDACTED 
concerning  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis.  It  was  also  good  speaking  with  you  on  the 
telephone  about  his  case. 

You  have  asked  to  meet  with  me  andREDACTED  and,  if  possible,  Cardinal  Mahony 
and  to  review  the  file.  In  this  regard,  I  must  defer  tcREDACTED      ,( Wh0  is  a  canon 
lawyer  and  who  will  be  involved  with  the  canonical  aspects  of  the  case.  All  further 
correspondence  and  requests  for  information  should  be  directed  to  him. 

With  best  wishes,  I  am 
REDACTED 


KCUrtb I CU 

cc: 


Monsignor  Craig  Cox 


Pastoral  Regions:     Our  Lady  of  the  Angels     San  Fernando     San  Gabriel     San  Pedro     Santa  Barbara 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 


Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles  July  22,  2004 

3424  Wilshire  Boulevard 
Los  Angeles,  California  90010 

Re:  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 

~  REDACTED 
Deal 

In  the  event  that  they  might  be  of  interest  or  assistance  to  you,  I  am  enclosing 
some  comments  on  the  information  which  has  been  gathered  by  your  investigators  and 
others.  I  use  the  word  "information"  because  none  of  the  material  constitutes  either 
canonical  or  civil  "evidence".  It  is  the  hearsay  of  what  an  investigator  says  a  witness  told 
him.  The  one  performing  the  canonical  investigation,  however,  "has  the  same  powers 
and  obligations  as  an  auditor  in  a  process"  (Canon  1717(3))  The  canonical  auditor 
(investigator)  is  consequently  bound  to  take  evidence  only  as  prescribed  in  canons  1526 
-1586  (especially  canons  1558-1570)  dealing  with  "Proofs". 

Because  it  is  now  more  than  six  months  since  the  canonical  investigation  was 
initiated  and  I  am  unaware  of  any  canonical  evidence  having  yet  been  taken.  I  earnestly 
urge  you,  to  begin  this  process  as  soon  as  possible  in  justice  to  Monsignor  Loomis. 

Monsignor  Loomis  is  prepared  to  testify  under  oath  to  deny  the  allegations. 
Canon  1728(2)  does  not  prevent  Monsignor  Loomis  from  voluntarily  taking  an  oath. 
Please  let  me  know  the  earliest  time  you  can  take  this  testimony. 

I  will  be  away  from  September  29  to  October  29, 2004  but  will  make  myself 
available  to  you  anytime  from  now  to  September  28th.  Please  advise  me  when  the 
testimony  of  any  party  or  witness  is  to  be  taken  so  that  I  may  attend  (Canon  1559). 

Thank  you  for  your  courtesy  and  attention. 

Respectfully  and  sincerely, 
REDACTED 

cc:  MonsiRnor  Graig  A.  Cox,  J.C.D. 
REDACTED 

His  Eminence  Roger  Cardinal  Mahony 
Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 


REDACTED 


INVOICE 

July  21, 2004 

Re:  Independent  Investigation  for  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board 
Monsignnr  RirhardA.  Loomis 
Named  i,REDACTEDtf  al  v.  Defendant  Doe  1,  et  al 
LosAnseles  Suverior  Court  Case  No.  BC307934 

REDACTED 


Dear  REDACTED 

Following  is  a  statement  of  charges  for  professional  investigative  services,  at  the  rate  of 
$100.00  per  hour  plus  expenses,  rendered  in  connection  with  the  above  matter: 

DESCRIPTION  OF  SERVICES  AND  EXPENSES  CHARGE 

7/6/04  -  Conduct  in  person  interview  in  Glendale;  Prepare  interview 

report  and  fax  to  REDACTED    _4V4hrs-  425-00 


-    Rd.  trip  mileage  from  Redondo  Beach  to  Glendale;  56  mi.  @ 
$0.45  per  mi.  - 


25.20 


7/7-8  -  Conduct  three  telephonic  interviews;  Prepare  interview  reports 

TOTAL:  $950.20 


andfaxtoREDACTED    -5hrs.-  »Q 


REDACTED 


Thank  you  for  retaining  my  services  in  this  matter.  If  you  have  any  questions  concerning 
this  invoice  or  the  results  of  the  investigation  I  have  conducted,  please  do  not  hesitate  to 
call  or  e-mail  me. 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 


My  21,  2004 

Re:  Independent  investigation  for  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board 
Monsienor  Richard  A,  Loomis 

^REDACTED 

Name  h  ,  et  al.  v.  Defendant  Doe  1,  et  al. 

LosAnseles  Superior  Court  Case  No.  BC307934 

REDACTED 


Enclosed  are  hard  copies  of  my  interview  reports  oiREDACTED 
REDACTED  and  an  invoice  for  my  services. 

Thank  you  for  retaining  my  services  in  this  matter.  Please  do  not  hesitate  to  call  or  e-mail 
me  if  you  have  any  questions  or  comments  concerning  the  results  of  the  interviews  and 
investigation  I  conducted. 


Very  truly  yours, 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 


June  29, 2004 

REDACTED 


Re:  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 
DearR  ED  ACTED 

Thank  you  for  your  letter  of  June  23 , 2004.  In  accordance  therewith,  I  will  direct 
all  future  correspondence  to  Father  Anslow. 

REDACTED 

I  am  sincerely  puzzled,  however,  about  what  role  you  am  have  in 

the  canonical  investigation.  In  his  letter  of  December  23, 2003,  Cardinal  Mahony 
appointed  you  as  Chairman  of  the  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board  to  investigate  the 
allegations  against  Monsignor  Loomis.  Your  investigatorfs)  were  appointed  Canonical 
Auditors.  In  your  letter  of  January  2, 2004  tREDACTED        you  confirmed  that  your 
investigation  was  nurely  canonical:  "My  investigation  is  not  part  of  the  litigation 
involvinjREDACTED      and  the  Archdiocese.  I  and  the  Board  are  vitally  interested  in 
obtaining  information  concerning  the  facts  of  the  charges  against  Monsignor  Loomis  so 
that  we  can  deteraiine  whether  he  should  be  removed  from  ministry  at  this  time."  On  the 
weekend  of  January  31-  February  1,  Monsignor  Loomis'  parishioners  were  told  that  "The 
Clergy  Misconduct  Board. . .  has  reviewed  the  allegation  and  the  initial  results  of  the 
investigation  ...  No  credible  evidence  of  misconduct  has  been  presented  to  us." 

Because  the  only  canonical  investigation  authorized  in  Canon  Law  was  assigned 
to  you  as  Chairman  of  the  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board,  and  because  the  only 
canonical  investigation  being  carried  out  is  yours,  I  am  at  a  loss  to  understand  the  need, 
nature  and  purpose  of  the  so-called  "parallel"  investigation  of  Father  Anslow  or  with 
what  canonical  aspects  Father  Anslow  is  involved.  I  would  appreciate  any  clarification. 

With  everv  best  wish. 
REDACTED 

cc:  REDACTED 

His  Erninence  Roger  Cardinal  Mahony 
Monsignor  RichardA  Loomis 


REDACTED 


June  29, 2004 

REDACTED 


Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 
3424  Wilshire  Boulevard 
Los  Angeles,  California  90010 

Re:  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loom  is 

„  REDACTED 
Dear 

REDACTED  has  asked  me  to  direct  my  correspondence  to  you. 

I  will  be  in  Los  Angeles  all  of  next  week,  from  My  6  through  July  10.  Could 
you  kindly  arrange  for  me  to  review  the  entire  file  on  the  Loomis  allegations  and 
investigation  to  date?  I  presume  that  all  the  records  are  in  one  place  but  if,  for  some 
reason  they  are  pot,  I  will  be  happy  to  go  to  the  several  placesl  I  will  make  myself 
available  at  any  time  during  the  week,  days  and  evenings.  I  would  also  ask  to  meet  with 
and  discusSj+lg^g^g"^.  you  and  with  those  in  charge  of  the  actual  mvestigation, 
presumablj      _    .     .1  believe  such  discussion  would  be  beneficial  to  all  and  is 
provided  for  in  Canon  1 725 .  It  would,  of  course,  be  necessary  to  know  the  tacts  and  their 
supporting  evidence  upon  which  the  Board  amREDACTED     recommended  that 
Monsignor  Loomis  be  placed  on  leave.  Without  such  knowledge  Monsignor  Loomis 
would  be  effectively  deprived  of  his  right  of  defense,  to  comment  on  and  rebut  the 
evidence  presented  and  to  present  further  evidence. 

There  is  no  need  to  respond  in  writing  .You  may  advise  me  of  times  and  places 
for  record  review  and  meetings  by  phoneREDACTED  I  can  receive 

messages  on  both  lines  if  away. 

I  appreciate  your  interest  and  concern  for  Monsignor  Loomis  who  has  served 
your  Archdiocese  so  well  for  so  many  years  and  hope  that  I  can  assist  in  bringing  his  case 
to  a  speedy  and  just  conclusion. 

Sirtcftre.lv  vows. 

REDACTED 

ec::  REDACTED 

His  Emienece  Roger  Cardinal  Mahony 
Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 
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Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 
3424  Wilshire  Boulevard 
Los  Angeles,  California  90010 

Re:  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 
Dear  REDACTED 

Thank  you  for  the  two  Decrees  which  you  sent  me  on  My  12  which  I  received 
on  My  14, 2004. 

As  you  have  previously  told  me,  the  Decree  dated  February  13, 2004  was  never 
issued  or  communicated  to  Monsignor  Loomis.  I  presume  it  has  now  been  communicated 
directly  to  him  since  it  is  not  effective  until  that  is  done  (Canons  54(2),  55  &  56). 

The  February  13th  Decree  is  issued  pursuant  to  Canon  1722.  That  canon 
requires  that  1)  the  promoter  of  justice  be  heard  and  2)  that  the  accused  ( Monsignor 
Loomis)  be  "cited"  before  a  decree  can  be  issued.  Although  your  Decree  does  not  state 
that  these  requirement  have  been  met.  I  presume  that  they  have  been.  Monsignor  Loomis 
was  canonically  "cited"  then  at  the  February  12th  meeting  with  Monsignor  Cox  otherwise 
the  decree  could  not  be  issued. 

Canon  1722  states  the  measures  which  can  be  taken  if  it  is  invoked  but  all  those 
measures  are  not  automatically  applied  if  the  canon  is  invoked.  The  measures  imposed 
must  be  spelled  out  in  the  decree.  They  are  not  so  specified  in  the  February  13th  Decree 
and  Monsignor  Loomis  has  never  been  advised  what  he  can  and  cannot  do.  Furthermore, 
the  decree  only  decrees  that  "the  precautionary  measures  of  Canon  1722  are  to  be  applied 
by  the  Vicar  for  Clergy  in  the  customary  manner".  I  am  unaware  that  Monsignor  Cox  has 
issued  any  decree  applying  canon  1722.  The  February  13  th  Decree  does  not  actually  apply 
any  measure  of  canon  1722. 

Canon  1722  gives  the  three  reasons  for  which  it  can  be  applied.  The  reasons 
given  in  the  decree  are  1)  the  prominence  of  the  person  and  position  of  authority  held  by 
Monsignor  Loomis,  the  gravity  of  the  scandal  involved,  to  the  wider  good  of  the  Church 
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and  the  the  right  of  defense  of  the  accused.  I  sincerely  ask,  what  precise  scandal  is  meant 
to  be  precluded  here  and  who  is  giving  it? 

Monsignor  Loomis'  "prominence  and  position"  plus  30  years  of  exemplary 
priesthood  would  seem  to  be  a  reason  not  to  remove  him  on  unproved  allegations  alone. 
Removal  has  certainly  damaged  Monsignor  Loomis'  reputation  and  that  damage  increases 
the  longer  he  is  kept  on  leave.  Removal  seems  to  contravene  the  Bishop's  obligation  to 
protect  the  rights  of  this  priests  which  includes  the  right  to  a  good  reputation  (Canons  384 
&  220)  as  well  as  Canon  1717  which  specifically  requires  that  "care  must  be  taken  that 
the  investigation  does  not  call  into  question  anyone's  good  name"(Canon  1717(2),  also 
Norm  6  of  the  Essential  Norms).  Monsignor  Loomis  has  not  and  is  not  giving  any  scandal 
during  the  course  of  the  preliminary  investigation.  If  one  should  be  concerned  about  the 
Archdiocese  giving  scandal  by  leaving  Monsignor  Loomis  in  ministry  during  the 
investigation,  that  concern  is  misplaced.  It  would  give  no  "scandal",  although  it  might 
serve  some  PR  purposes,  purposes  which  should  not  be  considered  in  light  of  the  priest's 
established  and  long-standing  good  reputation,  the  lack  of  evidentiary  proof  that  what  is 
alleged  actually  happened,  the  legal  principle  that  the  accused  is  innocent  until  proven 
guilty  and,  in  this  case,  the  categorical  denial  of  Monsignor  Loomis  that  the  allegations 
are  true.  Providing  the  Archdiocese  fulfills  its  canonical  obligation  of  investigating  the 
matter,  the  Archdiocese. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  Monsignor  Loomis  has  been  cited,  that  the  canonical 
investigation  is  underway  with  canonical  auditors  appointed  to  take  evidence  (sworn  and 
instructed  in  the  canonical  method  of  gathering  evidence  -  not  simply  in  the  methods  of 
civil  police  procedure- 1  presume),  I  must  in  conscience  pursue  my  canonical  rights  and 
duties  as  Monsignor  Loomis'  advocate.  To  this  end  I  ask  that,  in  accordance  with  canon 
law,  I  be  present  at  the  questioning  of  any  witness  whose  testimony  is  to  be  considered  in 
determining  whether  abuse  has  occurred,  and  be  allowed  to  submit  questions  to  be  asked 
of  the  witness  by  the  auditor  (Canons  1559  and  1561),  that  all  witnesses  be  sworn,  that  a 
canonical  notary  be  present  to  take  or  record  their  testimony,  and  that  I  be  permitted  to 
present  witnesses  in  defense  of  Monsignor  Loomis.  I  thank  you  for  already  having  told 
me  that  you  will  ask  me  to  present  you  with  questions  for  the  witnesses  whose  testimony 
you  intend  to  take  personally. 

At  the  end  of  the  preliminary  investigation  a  decree  must  be  issued.  Canon  50 
requires  that  before  such  a  decree  is  issued,  the  "authority  is  to  seek  the  necessary 
information  and  proofs  and  also  to  hear  those  whose  rights  can  be  injured. . ."  This 
provision  must  mean  that  the  accused  has  the  right  to  be  heard  by  anyone  or  any  body 
who  will  be  consulted  about  the  action  by  the  Ordinary.  I,  therefore  ask  that  I  and 
Monsignor  Loomis  be  heard  before  any  such  decree  is  issued.  Canon  1 725  also  provides 
that  we  be  given  the  opportunity  to  write  or  speak  last  in  any  discussion  of  the  case.  All  of 
this  is  in  logical  keeping  with  the  accused's  natural  and  canonical  right  of  defense  and  the 
burden  of  an  accuser  to  prove  his  allegation. 
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Canon  51  requires  that  the  reasons  for  issuing  the  decree  be  given  in  writing. 
The  only  reason  for  initiating  any  process  after  concluding  the  preliminary  investigation  is 
that  sufficient  evidence  has  been  produced  to  establish  that  the  abuse  has  in  fact  occurred. 
Norm  6  of  the  Essential  Norms  states  "When  there  is  sufficient  evidence  that  sexual 
abuse  of  a  minor  has  occurred. . ."  This  is  the  decision  which  is  to  be  made  at  the 
conclusion  of  the  Preliminary  investigation.  It  is  the  purpose  of  the  preliminary 
investigation,  i.e.  to  determine  by  evidence  whether  abuse  did,  in  fact,  occur.  Canon  1718 
has  only  to  do  with  imputability  and  the  manner  in  which  any  penalty  for  the  offense  will 
be  administered. 

With  respect  to  the  Decree  of  January  5, 2004  opening  a  canonical  preliminary 
investigation,  I  am  confused.  The  Cardinal  opened  an  investigation  on  December  23, 
2003  and  appointed  REDACTED    to  conduct  it.  Your  January  5,  2004  Decree  opens  the 
same  investigation  and  appoints  redacted  to  conduct  it.  I  do  not  know  what  the 
Cardinal  meant  when,  in  his  letter  of  appointment  t(REDApTED    i  he  wrote  "  I  am  also 
asking  REDACTED  to  open  the  proper  canonical  investigation  at  the  same  time. . ." 
There  can  only  be  one  canonical  investigation  and  a  canonical  investigation  is  the  only 
one  the  ordinary  is  authorized  to  conduct.  Am  I  correct  in  understanding  that  you  are 
conducting  the  investigation  on  behalf  of  the  Ordinary? 

Because  it  is  really  not  possible  to  protect  Monsignor  Loomis'  rights  unless  I 
am  allowed  to  examine  his  file  and  the  evidence  which  I  may  not  already  have,  I  ask  you 
to  reconsider  my  request  to  do  so  at  the  earliest  possible  time. 

In  another  letter,  I  will  present  my  analysis  of  the  information  already  in  my 
possession  as  well  as  information  which  you  do  not  have.  Although  Monsignor  Loomis 
cannot  be  made  to  do  so,  he  is  willing  to  voluntarily  take  an  oath  and  deny  the  allegations 
made  against  him. 

Please  let  me  know  if  there  is  anything  more  that  I  can  do  to  assist  in 
expediting  and  concluding  the  preliminary  investigation. 


Respectfully  and  sincerely  yours 
REDACTED 


cc:  Monsignor  Graig  A.  Cox,  J.C.D. 
REDACTED 

His  Eminence  Roger  Cardinal  Mahony 
Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 
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Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 
3424  Wnshire  Boulevard 
Los  Angeles,  California  90010 

REDACTED 


Re:  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Lobmis 
jjeaRED  ACTED 

I  wish  to  thank  you  hoth  for  the  time  and  courtesy  which  you  extended  to  me  last 
week  in  my  telephone  conversations  with  each  of  you.  As  I  informed  you,  I  have  been 
asked  by  Monsignor  Richard  Loomis  to  serve  as  his  canonical  advisor  and  representative 
in  the  matter  relating  to  allegations  of  sexual  abuse  brought  against  him,  specifically  by 
R  E  D  ACTE  D  ,  He  will  send  you  the  appropriate  Mandate. 

My  understanding  of  the  case  thus  far  is  as  follows: 


In  December  2003,  the  Ordinary  (The  Cardinal)  obtained  information  by  virtue  of  a 
Civil  comnlaint  filed  byREDACTED      alleging  that  Monsignor  Loomis  sexually  molested 
him  whenREDA^TED  was  a  minor  some  30  years  ago.  Monsignor  Loomis  was  informed  of 
this  allegation  on  December  17, 2003.  Aside  from  this  unverified  assertion,  I  understand 
that  the  complaint  gives  no  details  of  the  alleged  molestation.  There  was  and  is,  therefore, 
no  way  to  make  a  judgment  as  to  whether  this  allegation  has  "at  least  a  semblance  of 
truth"  (Canon  1717(1)),  especially  in  light  of  Monsignor  Loomis'  denial  and  his 
outstanding  and  unblemished  record  as  a  religious  brother  and  a  priest  for  the  past  34 
years.  The.fact  that  the  allegation  is  made  in  a  civil  action  does  not  give  it  the  requisite 
"semblance  of  truth"  necessary  to  start  a  canonical  investigation.  Nonetheless,  the 
Cardinal,  througlREDACTED     ,  did  initiate  an  investigation.  Perhaps  this  investigation 
was  undertaken  by  the  Archdiocese  with  a  view  to  preparing  its  defense  of  the  civil  suit 
filed  against  it  byREDACTED  in  which,  of  course,  the  plaintiff  would  have  to  prove  that 
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Monsignor  Loomis,  actually  moleste        ^     .  Although  this  investigation  brought 
forth  witness  testimony  wholly  favorable  to  Monsignor  Loomis,  it  did  make  known  the 
allegation  to  the  brothers  who  were  interviewed  and  thus  did  cast  a  cloud  on  Monsignor 
Loomis'  good  name. 

On  the  weekend  of  January  3 1 .  2004,  a  statement  prepared  byREDACTED 
Dean  of  the  San  Gabriel  Pastoral  Region,  was  read  at  all  the  masses  at  Monsignor 
Loomis'  parish,  informing  the  parishioners  that  Monsignor  Loomis  had  been  named  in  a 
lawsuit.  The  statement  said  that  "CMOB  has  reviewed  the  allegation",  that  "No  credible 
evidence  of  misconduct  has  been  presented  to  us.  Thus  ,  it  is  not  appropriate  to  place 
Monsignor  Loomis  on  administrative  leave",  and  that  "Monsignor  Loomis  has  our 
complete  confidence:  he  will  continue  to  serve  as  your  pastor". 

In  early  February,  2004.  Monsiemor  Cox  telenhoned  Monsignor  Loomis  asking  the 
latter  to  meet  with  him  and  REDACT  ED  ^  ^  canonical  investigator. 
Monsignor  Cox  stated  that  the  purpose  of  the  meeting  would  be  for  Monsignor  Loomis  to 
hear  what  the  investigator  had  discovered  in  his  investigation,  presumably  theREDACTED 
investigation.  Monsignor  Cox  did  not  mention  a  second  allegation  of  sexual  abuse  against 
Monsignor  Loomis  which  had  apparently  been  alleged  after  February  1, 2004  and  that  this 
second  allegation  was  in  the  process  of  being  investigated. . 

The  above-mentioned  meeting  took  place  on  February  12, 2004.  REDACTEDi 
Monsignor  Loomis'  civil  attorney,  was  also  present.  No  canon  lawyer  was  present  to 
protect  the  canonical  rights  of  Monsignor  Loomis,  nor  was  Monsignor  Loomis  told  to 
obtain  one.  Monsignor  Loomis  was  informed  for  the  first  time  of  the  2nd  allegation,  that 
0f  REDACTED  whir.h  was  discovered  byREDACTED  through  through  the 

instrumentality  0KtuACTED       ,  after  a  "tip"  tcREDACTEDthatREDACTED.  should  be 
contacted  in  theREDACTED  investigation. 

Monsignor  Cox  informed  Monsignor  Loomis  that  "although  there  was  far  from 
moral  certitude"  that  theREDACTED  allegation  was  true,  "it  was  enough  for  the  CMOB  to 
recommend  thai  Monsignor  Loomis  be  placed  on  "leave"  and  the  Cardinal  concurred 
with  CMOB".  Monsignor  Cox  informed  Monsignor  Loomis  that  he  had  been,  therefore, 
placed  on  leave  "immediately,  as  of  today".  Monsignor  Cox  then  presented  Monsignor 
Loomis  with  a  prepared  statement  to  be  read  at  all  the  masses  informing  the  parishioners 
that  Monsignor  Loomis  was  being  placed  on  leave. 

Monsignor  Loomis  was  persuaded  by  Monsignor  Cox  to  write  a  letter  thereafter 
saying  that  his  leave  was  by  mutual  agreement.  In  his  state  of  complete  emotional  distress 
and  on  the  representation  by  Monsignor  Cox  that  such  a  letter  would  serve  to  resolve  his 
situation,  and  without  the  advice  of  a  canon  lawyer,  Monsignor  Loomis  wrote  such  a 
letter  on  February  13.  The  decision  to  place  him  on  leave,  however,  was  not  mutual. 
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Monsignor  Loomis  had  no  choice  in  the  matter.  That  decision  had  been  made  unilaterally 
by  the  Cardinal  concurring  with  the  recommendation  of  CMOB  and  Monsignor  Loomis 
had  been  placed  on  administrative  leave  "immediately  -  as  of  today"  on  February  12, 
2004  without  Monsignor  Loomis'  knowledge  or  consent. 

Monsignor  Loomis  did  not  agree  to  being  placed  on  leave  and  he  does  not  now 
agree  to  remaining  on  leave.  Through  this  letter,  he  requests  that  he  be  removed  from 
leave  and  that  he  be  restored  to  his  parish  and  his  priestly  functions. 

The  only  reason  given  for  having  placed  Monsignor  Loomis  on  leave,  namely , 
that  thjREDACTED  allegation  was  found  by  CMOB  and  the  Cardinal  to  be  "credible"  is 
not  a  reason  in  Canon  Law  or  in  the  Essential  Norms  for  placing  a  priest  on  leave.  In 
fact,  both  Canon  Law  (Canon  1717)  and  the  Essential  Norms  (Paragraph  6)  presume  that 
a  priest  is  not  on  leave  during  the  preliminary  investigation.  During  the  investigation  care 
must  be  taken  to  do  nothing  that  could  harm  the  reputation  and  good  name  of  the  priest. 
Again,  a  finding  that  an  allegation  may  be  credible  justifies  only  the  commencement  of  a 
preliminary  investigation  and  does  not  justify  any  action  against  the  accused  priest. 

Indeed,  for  a  valid  and  lawful  reason,  Monsignor  Loomis  could  have  been  placed 
on  leave  involuntarily  under  the  provisions  of  Canon  1722  during  the  course  of  the 
investigation  but  not  for  the  reason  given.  The  action  of  placing  a  priest  on 
"administrative  leave"  provided  for  in  Canon  1722  can  be  taken  only  for  the  reasons 
specified  in  that  canon,  namely  "To  preclude  scandal,  to  protect  the  freedom  of  witnesses 
and  to  safeguard  the  course  of  justice".  None  of  these  reasons  exist  in  Monsignor  Loomis' 
case,  nor  were  they  given  as  the  reason  for  putting  Monsignor  Loomis  on  leave. 

"Scandal  is  an  attitude  or  behavior  which  leads  another  into  sin".  (Catechism  of 
the  Catholic  Church,  2284).  It  is  the  saying  or  doing  something  which  offers  the  occasion 
for  someone  else  to  sin.  (Moral  Theology,  Jone,  J.C.D.,  145).  Unless  Monsignor  Loomis 
is  now  living  a  life  which  can  lead  another  into  sin  pending  any  preliminary  investigation, 
there  is  no  justification  or  need  to  remove  him  "to  preclude  scandal".  Given  Monsignor 
Loomis'  priestly  life  today  and  for  the  past  34  years,  there  is  no  danger  of  his  being  a 
scandal  to  anyone  so  that  there  is  no  question  of  placing  him  on  leave  "to  preclude 
scandal". 

It  seems  an  inescapable  conclusion  that  Monsignor  Loomis  was  placed  on  leave 
contrary  to  the  provisions  of  canon  law  and  that  bis  canonical  rights  have  been  violated  in 
so  doing.  If  so,  justice  demands  that  that  wrong  be  righted  and  that  he  be  immediately 
removed  from  leave  and  returned  to  his  parish  and  I  request  that  this  be  done. 

The  purpose  of  the  preliminary  investigation  itself  is  to  gather  evidence  that 
could  lead  one  to  a  moral  certitude  that  the  abuse  actually  happened  and  its  imputability 
to  the  accused  priest.  This  requires  more  than  finding  an  allegation  having  a  likelihood  of 
truth.  It  requires  having  enough  evidence  by  which  one  could  arrive  at  a  moral  certitude 
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that  the  abuse  did  in  fact  occur  and  that  the  accused  priest  committed  the  offense.  Even 
the  Essential  Norms,  to  which  Monsignor  Loomis  does  not  seem  to  be  subject  because  he 
was  neither  a  deacon  nor  a  priest  at  the  time  of  the  alleged  incidents,  state  "When  there  is 
sufficient  evidence  that  sexual  abuse  of  a  minor  has  (not  "might  have")  occurred...", 
(paragraph  6)  The  evidence  collected  must  be  such  as  to  be  able  to  lead  a  trier  of  fact  to 
the  moral  certitude  that  abuse  has  in  fact  occurred.  This  follows  from  the  power  given  to 
the  ordinary  in  Canon  1718  after  he  has  collected  sufficient  evidence  to  arrive  at  this 
certitude.  He  must  then  decide  "  whether  a  process  for  inflicting  or  declaring  a  penalty 
can  be  initiated".  This  means  that  he  can  decide  that  the  evidence  is  not  sufficient  to  give 
one  moral  certitude  and  can  therefore,  dismiss  the  entire  case  at  this  time,  or  decide  that  it 
is  sufficient  and  proceed  to  a  judicial  process,  "after  considering  the  provisions  of  Canon 
1341".  Canon  1341  provides  that  even  if  the  Ordinary  has  determined  that  the  abuse  has 
occurred,  he  cannot  initiate  any  penal  process  if  certain  other  corrective  measures  are 
possible. 

Canon  1725  provides  that  in  the  discussion  of  the  case,  whether  in  writing  or 
orally,  the  accused  always  has  the  right  to  speak  last,  personally  or  through  his  advocate 
or  procurator.  This  follows  from  the  accused's  right  of  defense  and  from  the  principles 
that  the  accused  is  innocent  until  proven  guilty  and  that  the  burden  is  on  the  accuser  to 
prove  that  the  priest  committed  the  abuse  and  not  on  the  priest  to  prove  that  he  did  not. 
The  right  of  defense  cannot  be  effectively  pursued  unless  the  accused  and  his  canonical 
counsel  have  access  to  all  the  acta,  including  all  investigative  material,  unless  they  are 
afforded  the  opportunity  to  respond  and  to  present  new  evidence  and  witnesses  in 
rebuttal.  I,  therefore,  request  that  Monsignor  Loomis  and  I  be  afforded  the  opportunity  to 
review  all  the  acta  of  the  case  so  that  I  may  know  how  best  to  advise  him  and  protect  his 
interests. 

Although  my  task  is  to  see  that  Monsignor  Loomis'  canonical  rights  are 
protected  and  prosecuted,  we  are  all  together  in  the  search  for  the  truth  and  in  the  service 
of  the  Church.  It  behooves  us  to  work  together  in  the  gathering  and  analysis  of  evidence. 
Whatever  I  can  do  for  Monsignor  Loomis  will  also  redound  to  the  benefit  of  The 
Archdiocese. 

Monsignor  Loomis  has  shared  with  me  his  e-mail  correspondence  with  Cardinal 
Mahony.  I  was  heartened  by  the  Cardinal's  desire  to  see  that  Monsignor  Loomis'  case  is 
resolved  soon  and  his  obviously  warm  and  personal  interest  in  Monsignor  Loomis' 
welfare.  One  can  only  image  but  never  truly  appreciate  the  suffering  that  an  innocent 
priest  must  endure  as  a  victim  of  accusations  which  he  knows  to  be  false  and  which 
threaten  to  negate  a  lifetime  of  priestly  service. 

I  have  expressed  some  of  my  concerns  in  a  letter  much  longer  than  I  had 
intended.  I  hope  it  can  serve  as  the  basis  for  further  discussions.  If  I  am  mistaken  as  to 
any  fact  or  application  of  law  expressed  in  this  letter  please  let  me  know. 


REDACTED 


fune  14,  2004,  page  five. 


At  your  earliest  convenience,  I  would  very  much  like  to  meet  with  you  both,  and  , 
if  possible,  with  Cardinal  Mahony  whose  interest  in  this  particular  case  is 
understandabley  of  great  concern  and  anguish.  I  would  like  to  review  the  entire  file  on  the 
matter  at  the  same  time.  I  will  be  available  to  come  to  Los  Angeles  anytime  after  June  25 
and  will  make  myself  available  in  the  evenings  and  on  weekends  as  well  if  you  wish. 
Meanwhile,  if  I  can  supply  you  with  any  information  about  the  matter,  I  will  be  happy  to 
do  so.  Please  let  me  know  too,  as  a  practical  matter,  whether  the  Archdiocese  will  pay  for 
Monsignor  Loomis'  canonical  fees  and  expenses.  I  await  your  reply. 

With  esteem  and  respect  for  you  and  the  Cardinal  and  praying  that  the  Holy  Spirit 
enlightens  us  all  with  wisdom  and  courage  to  do  what  is  right  and  just,  I  am 

Sincerely  yours, 
REDACTED 


Cc:  His  Eminence  Roger  Cardinal  Mahony 
Cardinal  Archbishop  of  Los  Angeles 
Reverend  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 
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21  May  2004 
REDACTED 


By  U.S.  Mail  and  Fax 


Roman  Catholic  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 
3424  Wilshire  Boulevard, 
Los  Angeles,  California  90010 

RE     :  REVIEW  OF  CLERGY  MISCONDUCT  OVERSIGHT  BOARD  FILES 
DeaREDACTED 

I  have  asked  to  review  the  documents  prepared  and  maintained  by  the  Clergy 
Misconduct  Oversight  Board  [CMOB]  relating  to  the  performance  and  grievances 
against  some  of  my  clients,  diocesan  priests.  There  are  several  reasons  I 
believe  it  is  both  right  and  mandatory  that  my  clients  be  given  access  to  these 
records. 

Labor  Code  1 198.5  (a)  reads,  in  its  entirety:  "Every  employes  has  the  right  to 
inspect  the  personnel  records  that  the  employer  maintains  relating  to  the 
employee's  performance  or  to  any  grievance  concerning  the  employee."  The 
sole  purpose  the  Board  was  created  was  to  be  involved  in  matters  of 
performance  and  grievances  and  to  make  recommendations  re  discipline. 

Further,  the  Archdiocese  deliberately  chose  to  organi2e  the  CMOB  procedures 
so  that  no  privileges  apply  to  its  proceedings.  Without  debating  the  wisdom  of 
making  CMOB  a  latent  arm  of  law  enforcement  and  every  adverse  attorney,  if 
privileges  do  not  apply  against  such  outside  entities,  they  cannot  apply  to  the 
affected  priests,  either.  It  would  be  unseemly  to  force  a  priest  to  file  a  lawsuit  to 
see  papers  relating  to  him,  and  to  which  he  is  entitled  as  a  matter  of  law,  when 
everyone  who  aims  to  harm  the  priest  apparently  will  be  given  access. 

I  look  forward  to  meeting  with  you.REDACTED  and  Msgr.  Cox  to  resolve  this 
point  sometime  next  week.  The  information  within  those  files  clearly  affect  the 
rinhts  nfmv  Hinn»e  in  mnrtrtirtrt  nmra=^i^gS  fime  is  of  the  essence. 
REDACTED 
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MEMORANDUM 


TO:  Cardinal  Roger  Mahony 

cQ^  REDACTED  REDACTED 
FROM: 

Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board 
RE:  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis  (CMOB-071-01) 

DATE:  May  18,  2004 


This  is  a  follow  up  to  my  reports  of  February  9,  2004  and  February  1 1 ,  2004  concerning 
the  status  of  the  case  of  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis. 

I  enclose  the  following  for  your  information  and  review: 

redacted  REDACTED 

•  interview  with"  dated  February  1 1 , 2004. 

•  interview  with  Msgr.  Richard  Loomis  dated  February  12,  2004. 

•  interview  with  REDACTED  dated  February  13, 2004. 

interview  with  REDACTED       mothe  REDACTED 
March  30,  2004. 


dated 


I  have  received  no  response  to  the  twn  iRttp.rs  I  sent  to  REDACTED 
REDACTED         in  which  I  requested  thatREDACTE~    pe  interviewed  by 


REDACTED 


Please  let  me  know  if  you  have  any  questions  or  wish  further  information. 


/apt-  £a*Ii 


cc:      Msgr.  Craig  A.  Cox  (w/enclosures) 

REDACTED 
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MEMORANDUM 


TO:  Monsignor  Craig  Cox 

REDACTED 

REDACTED 

FROM: 

Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board 
DATE:  February  24,  2004 

RE:  Monsignor  Richard  Loomis  -  Investigation 


There  were  minor  errors  jrREDACTED     report  0f  njs  interviews  with  REDACTED 
and  Monsignor  Loomis.  He  misspellecREDACTED    in  the  last  paragraph  on  Page  1  and 
referred  to  REACTED      asREDACTEDon  page  2  0f  his  interview  with  Monsianor  Loomis. 
REDACTEDltioned  St-  Monica's  instead  of  Corpus  Christ!  in  the  interview  0f REDACTED 

He  has  corrected  these  in  the  enclosed  reports.  Please  substitute  these  for  the 
ones  I  sent  you  previously  and  discard  the  old  ones. 


Thank  you. 
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MEMORANDUM 


TO: 
FROM: 


REDACTED 


Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board 


RE:  Recommendation  of  the  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board 

Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomls  (CMOB-071-01) 

DATE:  February  17,  2004 


I  am  enclosing^'~)^~'~^nterview  with  Monsignor  Loomis  on  February  12,  2004,  and 
his  interview  with  [Redacted  ,n  February  13,  2004. 


cc:  Msgr.  Craig  A.  Cox 
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MEMORANDUM 


TO:  Cardinal  Roger  Mahony 

FR0M;      REDACTED  REDACTED 
Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board 

RE:  Recommendation  of  the  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board 

Monsignor  Richard  A,  Loomis  (CMOS  071-01) 

DATE :  February  1 1 ,  2004 


The  Board  discussed  the  case  of  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis  at  its  meeting  on  February  1 1, 
2004. 

As  you 

knowREDACTED 

was  one  of  a  number  of  plaintiffs  in  a  complaint  filed  in  the  Los 
Angeles  Superior  Court  on  December  17.  2003.  REDACTED    ;  alleges  that  Brother  Beckett,  now 
known  as  Richard  A.  Loomis,  andREDACTED  sexually  molested  him  at  many 

different  places  from  approximately  1969  through  approximately  1971  when  he  was  a  student  at 
Pater  Noster  High  School.  No  details  are  stated  in  the  complaint. 

On  December  23, 2003,  you  asked  me  in  my  capacity  as  Chairman  of  the  Clergy  Misconduct 
Oversight  Board  to  head  a  special,  totally  independent  investigation  of  the  allegations  against 
Monsignor  Loomis  and  report  mv  findings  and  recommendations  to  you  directly  and  to  the 
Oversight  Board.  I  employed  REDACTED  agent  and  a  licensed  investigator,  to 

assist  me  in  my  investigation.  REDACTED  has  been  appointed  as  a  Canonical  Auditor  for 
purposes  of  this  investigation. 

I  wrote  t(REDACTED  ^       attorney,  on  January  2  and  16,  2004  requesting 

additional  information  and  an  interview  with  his  client.  -I  received  no  response  to  either  letter. 
At  my  request  i  contactedREDACTED  office  on  February  9  in  an  effort  to  obtain 

an  interview  withREDACTEP    butREDACTED     was  not  in  and  the  person  with  whom REDACTED 
redacted  gp^g  was  no^  authorized  to  make  that  decision  and  was  not  encouraging. 

On  February  9,  2004, 1  sent  you  my  report  of  the  results  of  the  investigation  to  that  date.  Since 
then  I  received  a  follow-up  report  frorrjREDACTED  an  Addendum  to  his  previous  interview  with 
REDACTED         A  copy  of  the  Addendum  is  enclosed  herewith. 

The  body  of  the  charges  are  contained  in  the  following  reports: 

•  Redacted  ^  _  inteviflw  ^REDACTED      m  whichREDACTED  relates  an  incident 
which  occurred  during  the  summer  of  1974  in  which  Monsignor  Loomis,  while  a 
seminarian,  made  inappropriate  remarks  about  young  boys  who  were  wearing  swimming 
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trucks  and  later  made  a  "pass"  at  him.  REDACTED  3  was  a  young  adult  (age  23)  at  the  time. 
You  were  provided  with  a  copy  of  this  report  on  February  9. 

•    REDACTED    interview  withREDA?TED  in  whichREDACTED 

relates  a  complaint  that  he  received  during  the  summer  of  1974  involving  the  sexual 
molestation  of  REDACTED  ,}  a  minor,  by  Monsignor  Loomis  while  he  was  a 

seminarian  assigned  to  Corpus  Christi  for  the  summer.REDACTED         reported  the 
incident  to  Monsignor  Craig  Cox  approximately  ten  days  ago  after  he  received 
notification  that  an  announcement  had  been  made  at  Monsignor  Loomis'  parish  that  he 
had  been  named  in  a  superior  court  complaint.  You  were  provided  with  a  copy  of  this 
rep  ort  on  February  9 . 

.   redacted    interviewwittREDACTED       inwhicREDACTED  3tatesthat 
Monsignor  Loomis  fondled  his  genitals  on  three  or  four  occasions  when  he  went 
Hwimmino-  at  Monsignor  Loomis'  parents'  home  during  the  summer  of  1974.  Mr. 

Mas  ten  years  old  at  the  time.  You  were  provided  with  a  copy  of  this  report  on 
February  9. 

redacted     .„        .  .    .       ..REDACTED      ,     ,  «  ' 
••  follow-up  interview  with  nclosed  herewith. 

The  CMOB  members  were  very  disappointed  and  saddened  to  learn  of  these  charges  involving 
Monsignor  Loomis.  I  and  several  of  the  members  of  the  Board  worked  with  him  while  he  served 
as  Vicar  for  Clergy  and  in  his  present  assignment.  We  all  expressed  our  concern  for  him 
personally  and  our  appreciation  for  the  good  work  he  has  done  for  the  Archdiocese  and  the 
Catholic  community  over  the  years. 

REDACTED 

The  case  was  discussed  at  some  length.  The  Board  found  that  the  statement  made  b; 
redacted  appears  to  be  credible  and  is  corroborated  by  the  statement  of  Redacted  thaf  dacto 
RtuAG  i  tu    was  ten  years      at  me  ftmQ)  that  the  actions  complained  of  are  clearly  child  sexual 
abuse,  and  that  the  zero  tolerance  policy  applies.  Monsignor  Loomis  has  not  been  confronted 
and  advised  of  the  charges  by  Monsignor  Cox  ancREDACTED  as  yet.  They  have  an  appointment 
to  meet  with  him  and  his  attorney, REDACTED  tomorrow  afternoon  to  obtain  his  statement. 

Accordingly,  and  reluctantly,  unless  something  develops  from  tomorrow's  interview  with 
Monsignor  Loomis  that,  in  my  view,  warrants  further  consideration  by  the  Board,  it  is  the 
recommendation  of  the  Board  that  Monsignor  Loomis  be  immediately  placed  on  administrative 
leave  pending  further  investigation!      ;  - 

cc:     RE  DACTE  D  &  Monsignor  Craig  A.  Cox  (w/  enclosure) 


lx  fJ.,  d-ooy 
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PRIVILEGE  &  CONFIDENTIAL 


REDACTED 


(Addendum  to  previous  interview  report) 

On  February  9,  2004,REDACTED  telephonically  re-contacted 

redacted      '      to  ask  him  some  follow-up  questions  concerning  himself  and  the 
information  he  furnished  on  February  6,  2004  when  he  stated  that  Richard  Loomis 
fondled  him  on  three  or  four  occasions  in  1974  after  inviting  him  to  swim  in  the  pool  at 
his  (Loomis')  parents'  home  in  Pacific  Palisades. 

He  i"  years  of  age,  married  and  has  gREDACTED  He  attended 

Loyola  High  School  and  Loyola-Marymount  University.  His  father  was  a  Loyola- 
Marymount  graduate  and  his  uncle  was  a  Jesuit  priest.  He  has  many  friends  who  are 
priests  and  values  their  friendship.  He  has  never  let  Richard  Loomis'  misconduct  in  this 
regard  affect  his  high  regard  for  the  many  good  priests  he  has  known  and  befriended 
since  that  happened. 

He  has  beerREDACTED  He  has  never  been  arrested  for  anything.  He  has 

never  experienced  any  emotional  or  psychological  problems  as  a  result  of  being  molested 
by  Richard  Loomis. 

He  had  no  recollection  of  Richard  Loomis  ever  changing  into  a  swim  suit  or  joining  him 
in  the  swimming  pool  while  he  swam  alone.  He  had  no  recollection  of  Loomis  ever 
disrobing  or  exposing  himself  when  he  fondled  him  as  he  was  changing  into  his  swim 
suit  and  later  back  into  his  street  clothes. 

He  did  not  know  if  any  of  the  other  students  at  Corpus  Christi  grade  school  in  Pacific 
Palisades  were  molested  by  Richard  Loomis.  He  had  no  recollection  of  anyone 
mentioning  anything  like  that  to  him.  He  was  much  more  friendly  and  outgoing  than  the 
other  boys  at  the  school  and  Loomis  may  have  been  attracted  to  him  for  that  reason.  He 
is  still  close  with  many  of  his  schoolmates  from  Corpus  Christi  grade  school,  but  would 
be  reluctant  to  ask  them  about  that  because  it  would  mean  revealing  to  his  friends  what 
Richard  Loomis  did  to  him. 

REDACTED    expressed  Us  satisfaction  that  something  was  finally  being  done  about  Richard 
Loomis  at  this  time  because  he  has  wondered  in  the  past  if  Loomis  had  molested  other 
kids  after  he  was  sexually  abused  by  him  in  1974. 


MEMORANDUM 


TO:  Cardinal  Roger  Mahony 

____  REDACTED 
REDACTED 


FROM: 


Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board 


RE:  Recommendation  of  the  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board 

Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis  (CMOS  071-01) 

DATE :  February  9,  2004 


REDACTED     a  plaintiff  in  a  complaint  filed  in  the  Los  Angeles  Superior  Court  on  December 
17,  2003,  alleges  that  Brother  Beckett,  now  known  as  Richard  A.  Loomis,  andREDACTED 

redacted     sexually  molested  him  at  many  different  places  from  approximately  1 969  through 
approximately  1971  when  he  was  a  student  at  Pater  Noster  High  School. 

On  December  23,  2003,  you  asked  me  in  my  capacity  as  Chairman  of  the  Clergy  Misconduct 
Oversight  Board  to  head  a  special,  totally  independent  investigation  of  the  allegations  against 
Monsignor  Loomis  and  report  my  findings  and  recommendations  to  you  directly  and  to  the 
Oversight  Board. 

The  following  is  my  report  of  the  results  of  the  investigation  and  activities  to  date.  I  enclose  the 
following  for  your  information  and  review. 

•  Your  letter  to  me  of  December  23,  2003  asking  me  to  head  the  investigation. 

•  My  letter  of  December  23, 2003  accepting  the  assignment. 

•  Resvmie  of  REDACTED  settmg  form  Ms  background  and  experience  as  REDACTED 
special  agent  and  licensed  private  investigator. 

•  My  letter  of  December  29, 2003  retaining  REDACTED  and  setting  forth  the  scope  of  the 
investigationREDACTED         a  member  of  CMOB  and  a  former  Assistant  United  States 
Attorney,  and  I  met  with  REDACTED  on  December  29  to  discuss  the  case  and  outline  the 
investigation.  REDACTED.  has  ^een  appointed  as  a  Canonical  Auditor. 

•  My  letter  ^REDACTED 

attorney,  requesting  an  interview  and 
other  information  about  the  claims  made  against  Monsignor  Loomis.  I  received  no 
response  to  this  letter. 

•  My  follow-up  letter  to  REDACTED    restating  the  need  to  interviewREDACTED  and 
obtain  additional  information. REDACTED     .  ^  not  reSp0ni^  to  this  letter. 
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•    ■    ™      i  REDACTED  ,  . 

•  Investigative  Chronology  prepared  b]  md  private 

investigator  initially  employed  by  Monsignor  Craig  Cox  before  my  appointment.REDA0TED 
redacted  ma(je     yjotk  product  available  toREDACTED 

PPHArTPn  REDACTED 

•  Public  Records  Database  Search  Results  reKtUAL" 1  tu    5.  This  was  prepared  b} 
redacted  ^redacted  request.  ■ 

REDACTED 

•  Interviews  of  Brother  of  St.  Patrick  conducted  by 

•  Copy  of  a  portion  of  the  1 972  Pater  Noster  yearbook  showing  Brother  Beckett  and 
RE DACTE D  to  be  on  the  faculty. 

•  Monsignor  Loomis '  Clergy  Assignment  Record  prepared  from  Archdiocesan  records . 

•  Public  Records  Database  Search  Results  re  Monsignor  Loomis.  The  search  revealed  two 
superior  court  complaints  in  which  Monsignor  Loomis  was  named  as  a  defendant. 

REDACTED 


REDACTED 


'  Memorandum  of  22  April  2002  from  Monsignor  Craig  A.  Cox  to  Monsignor  Loomis  and 
REDACTED         '  concerninjREDACTED  This  is  included  because 

Monsignor  Loomis  and  REDACTED  knew  and  associated  with  each  other  during  the 

time  in  question. 

•  REDACTED        Confidential  Database  record. 

REDACTED   .  .     .  -.^REDACTED 
»  interview  with 

REDACTED 

,  REDACTED  rterview  with  REDACTED        concerning  a  report  made  b1 

REDACT lD  " 

D[=r. .  _T[_n  RFDAPTFn  REDACTED 

,    REDACTED  ,  mterview  witrj     UMU  1  cu     s  in  which  s  relates  an  incident 

which  occurred  during  the  summer  of  1974  in  which  Monsignor  made  inappropriate 
remarks  about  young  boys  who  were  wearing  swimming  trucks  REDACTED 
REDACTED 

,  redacted^  _  interview  with?^0^0-  ^  in  wnicrREDACTED 

relates  a  complaint  that  he  received  during  the  summer  of  1974  involving  sexual 
molestation  of  REDACTED  a  minor,  by  Monsignor  Loomis  while  he  was  a 
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seminarian  assigned  to  Corpus  Christi.  REDACTED       reported  the  incident  to 
redacted  ^       after  received  notification  that  an  announcement  was  going  to  be 

made  at  Monsignor  Loomis'  parish  that  he  had  been  named  in  a  superior  court  complaint. 

•  Redacted    interview  with  REDACTED      inwhichREDACTED  states  Monsignor 
Loomis  fondled  his  genitals  on  three  or  four  occasions  when  he  went  swirrrrning  at 
Monsignor  Loomis'  parents'  home  during  the  summer  of  1974. 

The  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board  considered  Monsignor  Loomis'  case  at  its  meeting  on 
January  28,  2004.  The  information  received  frorxREDACTED        was  not  known  at  that  time. 
It  was  the  consensus  of  the  Board  that  further  efforts  be  made  to  obtain  additional  information 
fronREDACTED  nd  an  interview  withREDACTED     and  that  the  investigation  continue  with  a 
follow  up  report  at  the  next  meeting,  which  is  February  il,  2004. 

I  have  keplREDACTED  advised  of  developments. 

Please  let  me  know  if  you  have  any  questions  or  desire  further  elaboration  or  information. 


cc :     ^  D ACTE  D  ^  j^ongignoj-  Craig  A.  Cox  (w/  enclosures) 
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January  20,  2004 

RE:  CMOB-071-01  "Independent  Investigation"  [Msgr.  Richard  Loomis] 

Msgr.  Cox: 

Fredacted 

REDACTED 

Thanks, 

REDACTED 
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REDACTED 


REDACTED 

PRIVATE 
DISPUTE  RESOLUTION 

January  16,  2004 

REDACTED 


Re:     Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 

Named  inREDACTED,  et  al  v.  Defendant  Doe  1,  et  al. 
Los  Angeles  Superior  Court  Case  No.  BC307934 

REDACTED 

Dear  Mi 

This  is  a  follow-up  to  my  letter  of  January  2,  2004,  a  copy  of  which  is  enclosed. 

The  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board  considered  the  case  of  Msgr.  Richard  A. 
Loomis  at  out  meeting  on  January  14th  but  was  unable  to  effectively  evaluate  his  case  or 
take  any  action  because  we  have  no  credible  information  upon  which  to  base  a  decision. 
The  only  information  we  have  is  the  unverified  complaint  filed  in  the  Superior  Court  on 
December  17,  2003  and  the  very  general  allegations  contained  therein  which  allege  that 
Msgr.  Loomis  is  a  person  who  routinely  molested  children,  and,  in  particular,  plaintiff 
REDACTED    while  serving  as  a  teacher  at  Pater  Noster  High  School. 

As  I  stated  in  my  letter  of  January  2nd,  the  Board  and  I  are  vitally  interested  in  obtaining 
information  concerning  the  facts  of  the  charges  against  Monsignor  Loomis  so  that  we  can 
determine  whether  he  should  be  removed  from  ministry  at  this  time. 

I  renew  my  request  for  an  interview  witlREDAC~[EDunder  any  reasonable  conditions 
you  wish  to  place  upon  the  interview.  I  also  request  that  you  provide  me  with  more 
specific  information  about  the  charges  against  him  so  that  we  can  conduct  a  meaningful 
investigation. 

Please  contact  me  immediately  so  that  we  can  discuss  the  case  and  make  arrangements 
for  an  interview.  Thank  you. 

Sincerely, 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 


PRIVATE  REDACTED 

DISPUTE  RESOLUTION 


January  2, 2004 

REDACTED 


Re:     Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 

Named  uREDACTED  et  al  v.  Defendant  Doe  1,  et  al. 
Los  Angeles  Superior  Court  Case  No.  BC307934 

REDACTED 

Dea 

I  am  writing  in  my  capacity  as  Chairman  of  the  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board 
("Board")  of  the  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles.  The  Board  was  established  by  Cardinal 
Roger  M.  Mahony  in  June,  2002  and  is  an  independent  advisory  board  that  makes 
recommendations  directly  to  thREP^SIE2  concerning  cases  in  which  clerics  are  accused 
of  sexual  misconduct.  I  and  the  other  members  of  the  Board  are  vitally  interested  in 
making  sure  that  priests  who  have  molested  children  are  not  allowed  to  continue  in 
ministry. 

You  are  counsel  for  REDACTED  wno  is  named  as  a  plaintiff  in  the  above  case  which 
was  filed  in  the  Los  Angeles  Superior  Court  on  December  17,  2003.  Monsignor  Richard 
A.  Loomis,  who  served  as  Vicar  for  Clergy  in  the  Archdiocese  in  the  late  1990's,  is 
alleged  in  the  complaint  to  be  a  person  who  routinely  molested  children,  and,  in 
particular,  plaintiff  REDACTED  while  serving  as  a  teacher  at  Pater  Noster  High 
School. 

On  December  23,  2003,  Cardinal  Mahony  asked  me  in  my  capacity  as  Chairman  of  the 
Board  to  head  a  special,  totally  independent  investigation  of  the  allegations  that  have 
been  made  against  Monsignor  Loomis.  I  have  agreed  to  undertake  this  assignment  and 
have  retained  the  services  oiREDACTED  and  licensed  private 

investigator  (REDACTED   to  asg|gt  me< 

I  have  no^"^^^pH  Monsignor  Loomis  as  yet  but  it  is  my  understanding  that  he  does 
not  recall  and  denies  any  sexual  misconduct  with  any  student  at  Pater 

Noster  or  elsewhere. 

My  investigation  is  not  a  part  of  the  litigation  involvingREDACTED     and  the 
Archdiocese.  I  and  the  Board  are  vitally  interested  in  obtaining  information  concerning 


REDACTED 


January  2,  2004 
Page  2 


the  facts  of  the  charges  against  Monsignor  Loomis  so  that  we  can  determine  whether  he 
should  be  removed  from  ministry  at  this  time. 

The  purpose  of  this  letter  to  is  inform  you  of  my  assignment,  to  arrange  for  obtaining 
whatever  information  you  have  concerning  the  allegations  against  Monsignor  Loomis, 
and  to  arrange  for  an  interview  witrREDACTED     ,  I  cannot  conduct  a  meaningful 
investigation  without  knowing  the  details  of  the  allegations  which  form  the  basis  of  his 
complaint.  Your  cooperation  in  this  regard  is  essential.  I  am  willine  to  abide  by  any 
reasonable  conditions  you  wish  to  place  upon  the  interview  witlREDACTED  sucb  as 
the  location  of  the  interview,  who  will  be  present,  etc. 

I  know  that  this  is  a  busy  time  for  you.  However,  it  is  very  important  that  I  and  the  Board 
move  on  this  matter  promptly.  I  would  appreciate  it  if  you  would  contact  me  at  your 
earliest  convenience.  I  can  be  reached  at  the  above  telephone  and  fax  numbers  or  through 
the  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board  offices  on  Tuesdays,  Wednesdays  and  Thursdays 
atREDACTED  .  My  personal  e-mail  address  is  REDACTED 

Thank  you. 

Sincerely, 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 


RCALA  006586 


Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 


REDACTED 


3424 

Wllshire 

Boulevard 


Los  Angeles 

California 

90010-2241 


CLERGY  MISCONDUCT  OVERSIGHT  BOARD 


December  29,  2003 


REDACTED 


Dear 


Re:  Investigation  of  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis 
REDACTED 


I'm  writing  to  you  in  my  capacity  as  Chairman  of  the  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight 
Board  of  the  Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles.  The  Board  was  established  by  Cardinal  Roger 
Mahony  in  June,  2002  and  is  an  independent  advisory  board  that  makes 
recommendations  directly  to  the  Cardinal  concerning  cases  in  which  clerics  are  accused 
of  sexual  misconduct. 

On  December  23,  2003,  Cardinal  Mahony  asked  me  in  my  capacity  as  Chairman  of  the 
Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board  to  head  a  special,  totally  independent  investigation 
of  the  allegations  that  have  been  made  against  Monsignor  Richard  A.  Loomis.  I'm 
enclosing  a  copy  of  his  letter  and  a  copy  of  my  letter  accepting  this  assignment. 

Your  name  was  provided  to  me  b;REDACTlD  ,  a  member  of  the  Board,  as  an 

experienced  formeiREDACTED   vho  is  now  working  as  a  licensed  private  investigator 
specializing  in  business  and  civil  litigation  related  investigations.  I  called  you  on 
December  24th  and  we  agreed  to  meet  shortly  after  the  Christmas  holiday. 

Thank  you  for  your  letter  of  December  24th  setting  out  your  background  and  experience 
and  terms  and  conditions  of  employment.  I  appreciate  your  willingness  to  accept  this 
assignment  for  a  fee  of  $100  per  hour,  plus  expenses  as  set  forth  in  your  letter. 

I  wish  to  retain  you  to  perform  confidential  investigative  services  as  a  licensed  private 
investigator  on  the  terms  and  conditions  set  forth  in  your  letter  of  December  24, 2003  to 
conduct  a  thorough,  complete  and  totally  independent  investigation  of  the  allegations  that 
have  been  made  against  Monsignor  Loomis  in  the  case  0;REDACTED     ,  et  al.  v. 
Defendant  Doe  1,  et  al,  Los  Angeles  Superior  Court  Case  No.  BC3  07934,  filed  on 
December  17,  2003.  A  copy  of  the  complaint  is  enclosed. 
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As  stated  in  the  Cardinal's  letter,  it  would  be  helpful  to  have  you  appointed  as  a 
Canonical  Auditor  in  order  to  assist  with  the  parallel  Canonical  investigation  that  is 
required  by  the  Charter  and  Essential  Norms.  Please  contact  REDACTED 
£D~?]B°.  atRED ACTED  to  arrange  for  your  appointment. 

If  the  above  is  satisfactory,  please  indicate  your  acceptance  below  and  return  a  copy  of 
this  letter  to  me. 

I  look  forward  to  working  with  you  on  this  important  matter. 


Sincerely, 
REDACTED 


REDACTED 

Enclosures 


I  accept  the  appointment  on  the  terms  and 
conditions  set  forth  above 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 


December  24,  2003 
REDACTED 

Chairman,  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board 
Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 

Be:  Resume' onREDACTED 
Dear  REDACTED 

Pursuant  to  our  telephone  discussion  this  morning,  I  am  submitting  the 
following  information  on  my  background,  investigative  experience  and  fee 
schedule: 

In  the  way  of  background  information  on  mvself  REDACTED  n 
January  1997REDACTED  pxior  to  tkat.  T  servfid  four 

years  inREDACTED 

REDACTED 

I  specialized  in  white  collar  crime  investigations,  including  loan  fraud,  public 
corruption,  fraud  against  the  government,  investment  scams,  bank  fraud  and 
embezzlement,  and  telemarketing  fraud,REDACTED  j  have 

testified  as  an  expert  on  Ponzi  schemes  and  white  collar  crime  investigations. 

I  was  also  a  legal  advisor  and  police  instructor,  investigated  civil  rights 
violations,  conducted  background  checks  and  worked  general  criminal 
matters  such  as  theft  from  interstate  shipment,  bank  robbery,  extortion  and 
kidnapping. 

I  am  now  a  licensed  private  investigator  specializing  in  business  and  civil 
litigation  related  investigations,  primarily  for  law  firms  and  business 
entities.  My  law  firm  clients  include: 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 


I  have  conducted  numerous  investigations  for  those  firms  on  behalf  of  their 
clients,  and  directly  for  business  entities  and  private  parties,  in  matters 
involving  fraud,  theft,  embezzlements  conflict  of  interest,  workers' 
compensation  claims,  wrongful  termination,  intellectual  property,  sexual 
harassment,  due  diligence,  locating  witnesses  and  background  checks. 

(For  purposes  of  this  assignment  only,  I  was  an  auditor  foiREDACTED 
which  recently  concluded  a  series  of  Charter  compliance  audits  of  dioceses 
throughout  the  United  States  for  the  U.S.  Conference  of  Catholic  Bishops.) 

I  am  a  member  of  the  California  Bar  and  the  Southern  California  Fraud 
Investigators  Association,  and  former  chairman  of  the  Los  Angeles  chapter  of 
the  Society  of  Former  Special  Agents  of  the  FBI. 

I  have  had  excellent  success  locating  persons  and  obtaining  background 
information  on  them,  and  conducting  due  diligence  investigations  on  business 
entities.  I  am  online  with  ChoicePoint  which  provides  data  from  over  3.5 
billion  national,  regional  and  local  public  records,  including  addresses  and 
telephone  numbers,  civil  and  criminal  filings,  bankruptcies,  liens  and 
judgments,  corporations  and  limited  partnerships,  fictitious  business  names, 
business  profiles,  real  property  ownership,  Social  Security  Number 
information,  etc. 

My  fee  for  investigative  services  is  $125.00  per  hour  (discounted  to  $100.00 
per  hour  for  this  assignment  pursuant  to  our  discussion)  which  includes 
travel,  investigative  and  report  preparation  time,  plus  expenses,  consisting 
primarily  of  car  mileage  at  $0.45  per  mile,  parking  fees,  document  copying 
charges  and  public  records  database  searches,  which  generally  run  between 


$75,00  and  $500.00  each  depending  on  the  scope  of  the  search  and  the 
amount  of  time  involved  in  analyzing  and  summarizing  the  results. 


I  will  look  forward  to  meeting  with  you  anc  to  discuss  this 

matter  in  more  detail  at  your  convenience  during  the  next  week.  Please  do 
not  hesitate  to  call  or  e-mail  me  if  you  have  any  questions  or  comments. 

Very  truly  yours, 


REDACTED 


REDACTED 


PRIVATE 
DISPUTE  RESOLUTION 


REDACTED 

December  23,  2003 


His  Eminence 
Cardinal  Roger  M.  Mahony 
Archbishop  of  Los  Angeles 
3424  Wilshire  Boulevard 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90010-2202 

Dear  Cardinal  Mahony: 

I  have  your  letter  of  December  23, 2003  in  which  you  ask  me  to  head  a  special,  totally 
independent  investigation  of  the  allegations  against  Monsignor  Richard  Loomis  in  my 
capacity  as  Chairman  of  the  Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board. 

I  am  pleased  to  accept  this  assignment  under  the  terms  set  forth  in  your  letter  and  assure 
you  that  I  will  do  my  best  to  conduct  a  full  and  fair  investigation  of  the  facts  and 
circumstances  surrounding  the  allegations  against  Monsignor  Loomis.  I  will  employ  the 
services  of  an  experienced  independent  investigator  to  assist  me  in  the  investigation  and 
may  call  unon  members  of  the  Oversight  Board  and  others  for  help.  I  will  contactREDACTED 
RE  DACTE  D  to  arrange  for  appointment  of  the  investigator  as  a  Canonical 

Auditor  once  he  has  been  retained. 

I  realize  that  this  is  an  important  assignment  and  I  appreciate  the  confidence  you  have 
placed  in  me.  It  is  my  objective  to  obtain  all  of  the  facts  of  what  allegedly  happened  and 
report  them  directly  to  you  and  the  Oversight  Board. 

The  holidays  are  upon  us  and  it  may  take  a  few  days  to  make  contact  with  an  appropriate 
investigator  and  get  the  investigation  rolling.  Please  be  assured  that  I  will  act  as  promptly 
as  I  can  under  the  circumstances. 

I  wish  you  a  holy  and  blessed  Christmas. 


Sincerely, 
REDACTED 


REDACTED 


Archdiocese  of  Los  Angeles 


Office  of 

the  Archbishop 

(213)637-7288 


3424 

Wilshire 

Boulevard 


Los  Angeles 

California 

90010-2202 


December  23, 2003 


REDACTED 

Chairman 

Clergy  Misconduct  Oversight  Board. 
116  North  Palmas  Avenue 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90004 

DeaRED  ACTED 


You  are  aware  of  the  recent  allegations  against  Monsignor  Richard  Loomis  made  in  a 
lawsuit  filed  last  week.  As  you  would  understand,  this  is  a  matter  of  grave  concern  to  me 
and  to  the  Archdiocese. 

Because  Monsignor  Loomis  has  held  sensitive  positions  within  the  Archdiocese,  I  do  not 
believe  that  we  can  conduct  the  investigation  of  these  allegations  in  the  normal  course. 

I  would  therefore  ask  that  in  your  capacity  as  Chairman  of  the  Clergy  Misconduct 
Oversight  Board,  you  head  a  special,  totally  independent  investigation  of  the  allegations 
against  Monsignor  Loomis,  and  report  your  findings  and  recommendations  to  me  directly 
and  to  the  Oversight  Board.  I  desire  a  full  investigation  that  will  obtain  all  of  the  facts, 
regardless  where  they  may  lead. 

In  your  capacity  as  the  head  of  this  investigation  team,  the  Archdiocese  will  reimburse 
you  for  reasonable  expenses  including  the  expense  of  an  independent  investigator  of  your 
choosing.  It  would  be  helpful  to  have  that  investigator  appointed  a  Canonical  Auditor  in 
order  to  assist  with  the  parallel  Canonical  investigation  that  is  required  by  the  Charter  and 
Essential  Norms.  As  soon  as  you  have  named  the  investigator,  please  contact  me  and 
REDACTED  ,  so  that  this  Canonical  appointment  can  be  made. 

I  will  also  instruct  all  personnel  and  representatives  of  the  Archdiocese  to  give  you  their 
full  cooperation  in  this  extremely  important  matter. 

I  am  also  askin^EDACTED  ^  0pgn  ^  pr0per  Canonical  investigation  at  the  same 
time  so  that  Monsignor  Loomis'  canonical  rights  will  be  fully  protected  throughout  the 
investigation. 
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Thanking  you  for  your  continued  service  to  the  Church  and  to  the  Archdiocese  of  Los 
Angeles,  I  am 


SirfSerely  yours  in  Christ,.  A 


eminence 
Cardinal  Roger  M.  Mahony 
Archbishop  of  Los  Angeles 


.ony  1/ 


J 


cc 


REDACTED 
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Accused 
Priest 
Takes 
Leave 

Monsigiior  steps  down 
as  head  of  San  Marino 
church  after  second 
misconduct  allegation. 

ByRXOHARD  MAKoai 
■lima Staff Wrtt^'r:.'.. 

ronn  Catholic  Airohdfocese  of  Los 
;  Angeleswho  has  been  accused  of 
sexual,  abuse,  iri.  a  .lawsuit'/^ras 
placed,  on  administrative  leave 
aftefc'Et  second,  person  acccisei 
mxn  of  mlsconm^^ 
■  cialS'SaiaSund^:^^^".'.;§l--:.  ■ 
'  i  -  Msgr.:  Hichard-  A.  toomis,  a. 
former  aide  to  CfertflnalRogerM. 
Mahohy,  istepped  down  idday 
as  pastor  of  StsV  Felicitas  and . 
PeipetuaChurca  in  SanMarino, 
two  weeks  after  church  leaders 
had  assured  the  congregation  - 
.  .  .  .  that  he  would 
continue  as  its 
Jeader. 

:  filed-'late  last 
ifeaTf}  r'iopniiB, 
was  accused  of 
■  sexually  abus- 
ing a  boy  be-, 
itween  T  '1969 
and  1971, 
3a  ., .he 
wiAn«toTitta,,.;'taught  at  a 
Msgr.  flicftq^-,  >  Los  -  Angeles- 

■  A-Looffiis^'^-v^area :  -."high 

-^school.  Ue  de-_ . 

■  rued  the  ^accusation,  •  and:-  the 
archdiocese's  .--  Clergy  Miscon- 
duct Oversight  Board  said  that 
-no  evidence  of  misconduct,  had-; 
been  presented  to  them. 

But  last  week,  .the  b  oard  con-: . „ 
eluded  that  Loomis"  should  step 
down  after  reviewing  more  infor- 
'  mation.  Tod  Tamberg,  a  diocese 
spokesman,  said  a  second  per- 
son haft  ■  leveled  '■  accusations ' 
aganist^Loonus.  Tamberg  said 
fie  did  not  know  the  details.. 
.  He  said  parishioners  ex- 
pressed'sadness  at  hearing  the 
announcement,  which  was  grvenJ 
at  Masses  on  Saturday  and  Sun- 
day. 

,  were  sad  that  Msgr. 
Lobmis  is  no  longer  their  pastor  ; 
for"  the  -  time  being"  Taraberg;': 
said.  "At  the  same  time,-  they ^ 
understand  thatthis  is  the  policy  ?, 
<  q1  the  archdiocese,  and  we're  go-,  ■■ 
higtdfoDowthatpolicy.n 

The \  board,  Tamberg  said, 
would  cbntiniie  its  investigation,; 
■  Iioomts,  the  former  head/of 
clergy  for,  the  archdiocese  who- 
oversaw  rniscpnducfc,  allegations . 
against  prints,  was'  ona  of  11' 
priests  in  the  archdiocese. to  re-  • 
main  m  parish,  rnimstry  despite: 
"  sexual  abu^e'lawsints  filed  late 
iastye^i:  '••;':#'vr,  pi-;':v. 

•  In  tte  .lawsuit  against  Hoo- 
mis,  a  man  accused  the  cleric  of 
sexually,  abusing  him  while  he 
was  a  high  school  student.  Loo- 
mis  has  said  he  did  not  recall  his 
accuser  and  did  not  molest  him. 

.■  The  Los  Angeles  Archdiocese 
comprises  Los  Angeles,  Ventura 
and  Santa  Barbara  counties. 


XII  000763 


